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SIR, 


HE Letter w gb lam to con · 
ſider, bears Date April 23. 
* 726. But it was not publiſh'd, 
ö as far as I can learn, before 
70 13. 1727. It's Author is pleas d to 
4 obſerve, p. 66. that you are particularly | 
qualified, by virtue of your Reading, 
Obſervations, Freedom of Mind, Inde- 
2 + pendency of Fortune, and abſolute Con- 
tempt of any other Intereſt but that of 
hs Trot, to do juſtice to the queſtion 
A 2 — 4 of 


(4) 


„of a Meſſiah, which tho it be the | 
*« moſt important Queſtion in Chriſtia- 


«6s 
* 


nity, and that upon which whole 
« Chriſtianity is built, has not, that I 
know of, had that Juſtice done to it 


«+ whereof it is capable.” And when he 
has ſo high an Opinion of you, it's go won- 
der at all that he tells us, that the World 
may excuſe you from entering the Liſts 
*« againſt Mr. GREEN, and may think it 
_«« ſufficient for a Friend to perform that 


part for you.” This may lead fame 


Perfons to look upon me as puilty of Pre- 


ſumption never to be forgiven, in ad- 
dreſſing my ſelf a ſecond time to one fo 
conſiderable. But this does not in the leaſt 
mov me, for ſuch is the ſtyle and method 
of Writing, that I cannot but fancy the 


Author of the Letter, and Dz/courſe of 


the Grounds to be one and the ſame. I 


have therefore directed 7he/e as well as my 


former Letters to your ſelf. However, a 
little to humour the matter, I hall ff peak . 


of my preſent Adver ſary as your F. 22 


Some are apt to fay that the Letter is 
written in the common abuſive ſtrain; or 


+ *, q* I Pp 


rather, chat it docs hardly admit of any 
parallel. But I hope ſo to anſwer it as that 
it might july. be ſaid of me by my Edi. 


tor, if I thought proper to uſe one: © To 


» 
- 


* Papers ; 


prevent which immoral way of wri- _ 
Ns * for the future, the Authors of theſe | 


R 


7 

Papers ſeems to 5 the moſt effectual 
„Remedy, and that is by making no re- 
turns of the like kind, and confining 
«© himſelf wholly to the Argument. Which 
*« Proceeding cannot but habituate a Rea- 
1 log be calm and diſpaſſionate in theo- 


« 


* 2 
* 


logical Enquiries, and may ſhame an 
Adverſary into decency, who perhaps 
„will leave off ſcolding, when he has no 
body to ſcold with him, and will then 
* diſcoyer his own deformity.” Scheme of 
Literal Prophet, lv... 
It ſeems indeed abſolutely neceſſary for 
my. own Vindication, that I take a little 
notice of ſome of the per /onal Abuſes that 
the Letter is fraught with. But the end 
of wy, writing, i$;not fo much 70 attach 
your Friend's moral Aſſault upon me, 
as js Reaſonings in a Controverſy that 
muſt be acknowledg'd to be of the greateſt 
importance. I ſhall therefore refer every 
thing to the Concluſion of my next, that 
ſeems to have no relation to the Argument; 
and on that I immediately enter. Fo 

I confels, that I have repre/ented you as 
maintaining that the Apoſiles prove the 
Facts of the New Teſtament by Paſſages, 
or Prophecies, taken out of the Old, and 
not by Teſtimony. And I agree with your 
Friend, that the maintaining of this is a 
abſurdity groſs enough: But I am not 
_ convinc'd of any miſtake that I have been 
guilty of in this matter, It 


(6) 


It is charg'd upon me here, that I ** fin- 


i pleout, and build upon the word proves, 


* without regard to your own Explica- 


© tion thereof in the words immediately 


following it. Letter p. 2. But have not 
you done the fame, p. 8. where you tell 
us, that * he [ST. PETER] concludes 


with proving the Reſurrection of Jesus 


from the Palms? ? | 


The Explication is this, that the 
« word proves has no relation to the proof 


« of any Chriſtian Facts, but means ſhew- 


« ing thoſe Facts (which are ſuppoſed 


Facts, 2 in a proper way, that is 


by Teſtimony) t be things foretold as to 


© Come 0 paſs under the Goſpel Dif- 


% penſation.” ib. But how coud I ima- 


gine, that when you ſaid ST, PETER 


proves the Reſurrection of JEsus from 


« the Pſalms,” that the word proves 


ſhou'd have 20 relation to the Proof of the 


Fact, but ſhou'd mean ſhewing the Fact 
to be a thing foretold as to come to paſs 
under the Goſpel Diſpenſation ? Was this 
ſhewing the Reſurrection of JESUS to be 


4 a thing foretold, &c. ever calld proving 


it before this? Beſides, if you conſider'd 


the Reſurrection of IE SUS, with other 
things, as /uppos'd Facts, prov'd in a pro- 


per way, that is by Teſtimony, what oc- 


cCaſion had you to ſpeak a Syllable about 


proving them ? 
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1 
freaſonable, than to make his after Explica- 


: CF) 
Your Friend may explain your meaning 
as he pleaſes ; but what can be more un- 


tions a ground for condemning thoſe, as 


guilty of the groſſeſt Miſrepreſentations of 
your words, who before ſuch Explications 
were given, cou'd not underſtand them in 


another manner than they have done? 1 


N % * 5 
- 2 2 3 
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ſpeak here in the plural Number, for I am 


not the only Perſon who hath taken the 


Diſcourſe in this Senſe. MR, BuLLock 


has done the ſame, Sermons p. 41. And 
to mention no other, the Author of the 
Review of the Controverſy between you 


23d your Adverſaries, 11 3» 4. Puts This, 


| * rals by converſing wit 


things he is per ſuade 


The making the Evangeliſts prove the Facts 


they mention from 7 


7 among the 
one of ſo much 
true Worth, Learning, and Integrity, as 


the Author of the Grounds, will not upon 


| ferond thoughts juſtify. It's juſtly (aid 


of him, [Letter p. 80.] that whoever 
reads him, will be improv'd in his Mo- 

h {o polite a Per- 
++ fon, and in his Notions of things by at- 
«++ tending to the many judicious Obſerva- 
tions which occur thro'out his Book.” 


But the underſtanding you in the ſame man- 


ner that he has done, is, in me, a mi ſre- 
preſentation of ſuch a nature, that I may 
Juſily expect, ſays your Friend, to be con- 
demud for entring the Liſis of Contro- 


ver fy 


(8) 


werfy with ont who was capable of it, 


Boot 07 ok | 

However we now ſcem to be agreed as 
to this matter. The Fats told in the 
New Teſtament are, for Argument's ſake, 


Suppor'd Fatts; and it is acktiowledy'd, 
that the Apoſtles did not go about to prove. 


them in any other than proper way, that 
is by Teſlmony. gs. 
The Fachs that we are particulatly to 


| Have our Eye upon, are the wonderful 


things ſaid, in the New Teſtament, to have 


been done by Jxsus and his Apoſtles, ſach as g 
healing all manner of Sicknels, raiſing the 


Dead, the Reſurrection of JE SUs, and eſpe- 


4 


cially the Gifts of the Holy GHos r ſhed 


forth on the Apoſtles, Acts ii. 


The Queſtion now before us is concern - 


ing the Uſe that we are to make of theſe | 


Facts, and whether it be reaſonable to re- 
ceive that Doctrine [Chriſtianity] as Divine, 
which they were done for the Confirma- 
Wo 5 

IN my ſecond Letter 1 have attempted 
to prove that this is reafonable. This your 
Friend will have, p. 13. to be no oppoſi- 
tion to you, unleſs I add, that it is rea- 


ſonable to receive Jes us for the Meſſiah 
+ on account of Miracles, without 2 


* 


to any Trial or Proof of his Meſſiah- 
« ſhip from the Old Teſtament. For you 


ad aſſert, that they -{Miracles ] are a he 
— — — ROE, 


mands, p. 14. that I 
offer'd upon this Head, and this is the prin- 


9 


f, e ſzlute Proofs of a divine Authority; 
n but advance nothing againſt their Force, 
„ when conſider'd as Proofs or Motzves - 
in a lower Senfe; nay, you ſuppoſe, 
that they are in their nature a Confir- 
mation of a Miſſion, Diſe. p. 42.” Bur 
to this I anſwer, whatever you ſuppoſe in 
$442. it is pl 
that Miracles are no otherwiſe to be con- 
fader d as proofs of 
Meſſiah, and of the Truth of Chriſtianity, 
| than as fulfilling the ſayings of the Old Tef 
Tament like other Goſpe 
vente; or, as comprehended in, and exactly 
conſonant to, the Propheſies concerning the 
MES SsIAs: that in that Senſe they are good 
. Proofs and in that only. And this, I 
think, is in effect to make them as Mira- 
cles no Proof at all, but to reſt all the 
Proof on the Prophecies. 


ain that in p. 47. you aſſert 


Jesus being the 


Matters and E- 


But be this as it will, your Friend de- 
fapport what I have 


cipal Buſineſs of this Letter. | 
Of the Feen Propoſitions J have laid 


down, [Letters p. 26—40.] for what Rea- 
fon I know not, he has ſingled out the 
eighth, and tells us that my whole Proof 
lies in it, ib. If, therefore, it ſhall ap- 


pear to you that this of it ſelf cannot prove 
the Point, you may conclude, that all the 
7 . Pro- 
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610) 
Propoſitions taken together cannot prove 


it. 

This is a method of proceeding that wou d 
not be allow'd among Men in the common 
Affairs of this Life, and why it ſhou'd be 


us'd in the buſineſs of Religion I ſee not. 


In a trial for an Eſtate, if fifteen Witneſſes 


were brought to prove that the Plaintiff's 


Title is good, it wou'd do nothing at all to 
{er aſide their Evidence, for the Defendant's 
Council to plead, that the whole proof of 
the Point is in the eighth Witneſs, and that 


he of himſelf cannot prove it. and every 


Body wou d think it ridiculous in him who 


 thou'd infer from it, that the Point is not 


proy'd, for might it not be anſwer d: If 


this does not prove it, the reſt may; 
or if this does nothing alone, yet he may 


*« corroborate the other Evidence?” 


Revelation from him, by ſome extraordi- 
nary Work's, Sc. And I freely own, that 
the moſt that this Propoſition adyances is 
the poſſibility of God's proving a Revela- 
tion by extraordinary Works; and who 


ſees not, as your Friend. obſerves, p. 15. 
that this is no proof that that is, or 
«+ muſt be his method in Fact? 


Surely, every Reader will ſuppoſe that 


I muſt at leaſt er at ſome further proof 
of my Point, in ſome other Propoſition : 


But 


The ezghth Propoſition is this, that God 
may aſſure us, that ſuch a Doctrine is a 


( 11 ) 


But to obviate ſuch a thought, your Friend 
is pleaſed to ſay, p. 15. that he cannot find. 
I do, wnleſs what I add is intended for a 
Proof, that if God's doing extraordi- 
_ * nary Works is not proper to anſwer this 
end, I do not ſee any thing that can be 
% thought to be.“ Letters p. 20, 
But this alas! is ſo far from mending the 
matter, and putting me into better Circum- 
ſtances with the Reader, that it muſt fink 
me yet lower in his Opinion, for if I in- 
tended this as a farther proof of my Point, 
it muſt needs ſeem to every body to be 4 
ſtrange Proof, as he calls it. 
moſt that is here aſſerted is this, that ex- 
traordinary Works are proper to aſſure us, 
that ſuch a Doctrine is a Revelation from 
God: and a like ObjeQion lies againſt this, 
as againſt the Propoſition it ſelf, conſider d 
as a proof of my Point; for we can't argue 
from its being proper to anſwer this End, 
that it is a method which God hath taken in 
Fact. La 


For the 


Beſides, this is made a ground for charg- 


ing me with aſferting, that no other method 
than this of extraordinary Works can be 
thought of, whereby God can give proof of 
| revealing his Will; and, to aggravate this 
| Charge, I am repreſented as differing from 
all the religious Seffs in the World, who 


contend that God not only may have, but has 


| had a conſtant Communication with Man. 


B 2 Lind, 


— : oe —— — 
_ 4 — 
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kind, by what they call internal Revelation, 
Experiences and Inſpiration, which is in- 


ward Convittion of Mind, and ſironger 


than any traditional Evidence for Miracles 
cam be, or any Evidence of our Senſes for 


Miracles; which yet if prov'd ta be done, 
we can neither know to be Works of God, 
nor Proofs of a Doctrine coming from him, 
* And here the Aſſembly of Divines. 


. BaxTER, and others your Friend | 


ſpeaks of as Authorities, are produc'd 
againſt me. But give me leave to ob- 
ſer ve, x | A | | 

1ſt, That I cannot certainly ſay, for what 


End he produces his Authorities. The Sen- 


tence that introduces them, p. 17. leaves 
us wholly in the dark ; for there he ſays 
firſt, in Juſtification of my aſſigning In- 
ſpiration, as a way that God, if he plea · 


ſes, may take to G1vE PROOF OF A Doc- 


TRINE'S COMING FROM HIM, give me leave 


to produce ſome Authorities in behalf of 
my Opinion; And then he tells us, that a#/ 


his Authorities / be found, either to 
aſſert the methodof Inſpiration to be a better 
method rox GOD TO REVEAL HIS WILL, than 
the method by Miracles, or extraordinary. 
Works, or to confound the method by Mira- 


cler, or to aſſert the excellency and reality 


of Inſpiration, as 4 method taken by God 


1% reveal his Will. To reveal a Doctrine, 


and to give proof to others of the * 
| ARE e eee made 


7 
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( 13) 
tion, made 4 Revelation of it, are as much two 
in- Things as youandI are two Men, Iaſpi- 
neer ration cannot well be ſaid to be a better | 
acles method for God to reveal his Will, than 
r for the method by Miracles, for this latter me 
lone, thod is not at all proper to that papers 

but only to give proof of a Revelation. 
2 2dly, If he produces his Authorities to 
prove, that Iaſpiration is a better method 
than that of Miracles for God to reveal his 
| | #7, he is not writing againſt me, for I 
ob- | have not ſaid a ſyllable about this matter; 

for I only ſpeak of the method of God's 
vhat a4ſſuring us, that ſuch a Doctrine is a Re- 
Sen- velation from him. 85 5 
aves 3dly, The Caſe is much the ſame if he 
ſays produces his Authorities to prove, that Ia- 
In-. ſpiration is a way that God, if he pleaſes, 
ea. may take to give proof of a Doctrine's co- 
Yoc- ming from him; for I have not meddled 
adde with the Queſtion, whether there is not 
, another method than that of extraordinary 
al} Works for God to give proof of a Revela- 


2 
4 


79 tion. The moſt that J have aſſerted is this, 
rer that the method of extraordinary Works 
han may be properly uſed; and that it is a me- 


ary. thod ſo proper, that you may as well ob⸗ 
ra. ject againſt any other as againſt this: my 


lity Words are, , God's doing ſome extra- 
70 ordinary Works is not proper to anſwer 


ine. this End, I do not fee any thing that 
445 dan be thought to be ſo,” P. 29. 


ade atbbs, 


6849 f 
47 b. There's ſome Inſpiration, as that ; ks 

of the Prophets, which carries along with ** 
it a proof of a Revelation from God, but 


tis not a proof of ſuch a Revelation to 
any but thoſe who feel it; and ſuppoſing of 
the Perſons thus inſpir d ſhou'd give out. 


that they have a Revelation from God, to 
be communicated unto others, it may rea- 
ſonably be demanded of them, I hat proof 

do you give us of this? The proofs of a 


Revelation I was ſpeaking of, are ſuch as 1 
may properly be urg d for the Conviction 
of the Enemies of Chriſtianity; but te 


Inſpiration, or Experiences of particular 
Perſons, whatever Conviction they may © 
afford to them of the truth of a Revela- 
tion, are not any 2 at all to ſuch as 
oppoſe it, and conſequently are not among 
the things my Argument led me to take 
notice of. 

1 think it therefore needleſs to enter 
into the particular Conſideration of all 
the Authorities produced, and ſhall only 
obſerve as to the laſt, which is from the 
Mifeellanea Sacra, Vol. 1. p. 180. that 
it ſpeaks the very Senſe of the Letters. 
The Learned Author of that elaborate Work 
ſhewing the Superiority of the J/irneſs of 
the Spirit to all other Teſtimonies given 
ro CHRIST; and comparing it with the 
Reſurrection of Cur1srT, he writes as fol- 

| lows. * Nay, even as to CHR1sSt's Re- 
ſurrection, 


— 


= 
= 3 
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: te ſurrection, a wicked Imagination might 


perhaps ſtrain it ſelf ſo far, as to ind 
« out ſome Cavils and Exceptions to it, 
« fully prov'd as it ſtands to us by a great 
number of unexceptionable 77 it ue ſſes; 
«* were it not for this great Event. 
«« But this f quite blunts and deadens all 


. the won of the moſt active and ſubli- 
2 « mated Malic 

Art, Trick, Slight or Power; or was 
„ any ſuch thing ever pretended to ſince 


ice, For is there any ſecret 


7 


the World began; by which the know- 
ledge of things of the greateſt Com- 


ov 


4 paſs, Uſe, and Conſequence, can be in- 


« 


fus'd into the Minds of vaſt numbers of 
illiterate Men and Women in an inſtant, 
* and the Power given to ſome of them 
+ to communicate ſome of thoſe Gifts, 


* : 


but different ones, to all thoſe Believers 
to whom they came, without diſtinction, 
by the laying on of their Hands?” Who 
| Tees not that by the wirne/5 of the SPIRIT 


we are here to underſtand that Witneſs 
which the Sp2zr:7 gave to the Reſurrection 
of CHRIST, by his wonderful Gifts pour'd 
out upon the Apoſtles, of which Acts ii? 


And this is one of the extraordinary Works 
I have taken notice of, as confirming the 


Truth of Chriſtianity, This Witneſs of the 


Spirit I look upon as a higher Evidence and 


*All in the Italick Character the Letter has left out. 
T The Witneſs of the Spirit, ſays the Letter, | 
fuller 


2 
5 
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Hiller proof of Chriſtianity than any other 


6 


Fact. I ſpeak of it [Letters, p. 37.] in 
theſe words; and what can be . * 
« equal to thoſe Gifts. of the Hor v 
Ghost, which the Apoſtles had, and 
** which were given to others alſo by the 
«« laying on of their Hands!“ My defign'd 


Brevity wou'd not allow me to enter into 


the Particulars of theſe Gifts ; but, that the 


Reader might be far from having any Re- 
fon to complain of this as a defect, I re- 


ferrd him to this very Book, Eſay 1. 
which is now cap'd againſt me. 

The Quotations being over, your Friend 
concludes, with ſome Triumph, that I ave, 
as appears, prov'd nothing; but /ippos'd 
the very thing I was to prove, p. 23. 
And, as if all my Propofitions were of the 
fame nature with the eighth, and advanc'd 
no more than the poſſibility of God's 


proving by extraordinary Works, that ſuch 


a Doctrine is a Revelation from him, he is 


pleas d to ſay of them in the groſs, that 
they pretend only to aſſert the poſſibi- 
lity of their being ſuch Proof, p. 23. But, 


as if this was not ſufficient to ſilence me, 
he goes a ſtep farther, and tells us, that I 
anſwer an Objection againſt the eighth Pro- 
poſition, in ſuch a manner, as to evince 


that Miracles, or extraordinary Works, 


are not a proof of the Divinity of a Doc- 
trine; nay, and that they cannot be Proofs, 


p. 23. — 


other The Objection is this, That there are 
Jin bother Beings beſides G 0D, ſuperior un- 
pos'd to us; and we cannot ſay what Power 
ory they may have of doing the Works we 


OLY : 

and are ſpeaking of; and conſequently we 
4 the cannot tell when they are the Works of 
ign'd „ Gop, and when the Works of theſe o- 


into ther Beings. And ſince ſome of them 
t the ©* may be evil and wicked Beings; as Gor 
Rea. may do extraordinary Works to aſſure us 
Ire. *© of the Truth, ſo they may do the like in 
wi. © favour of a Falſhood ; and conſequently 

65 theſe Works, we can never diſtin- 
lend *© guiſh the one from the other?“ But all 
ave, that is in the Italic Character your Friend 


50 4 1 has left out. „ 
223. Ihe main thing, therefore, that he ſeems 


"the do aim at, in conſidering this matter, is to 
nc'd prove, that IJ have not ſaid enough to ſhew 
D's when extraordinary Works are done by 
auch Gov, and when not. And he might to as 


eſis much purpoſe have ſet himſelf ro have 
that prov'd, that I have not ſhewn that there 
71. are no other Beings, beſides G 0D, ſuperior 
zut, unto us, and who can do extraordinary 


me, Works. For the Queſtion here before us 
at 1 is not, who does the extraordinary Works; 
ro- but, whether they are done to aſſure us 

e That ſuch a Doctrine is a Revelation from 
, God, or in fayour of a Falſhood? And 

Cc. luppoſing that God hath ſo often order'd, 
or permitted other Beings to do extraor- 

e dinary 
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618) 
dinary Works, as that in many Inftances 
we cannot ſay whether they are done by 
him, or done by others; it does not hence 
follow, that we muſt be unable, in ſo much 
as one inſtance, to tell whether they are 
done to aſſure us of a Revelation from God, 
or to confirm a Falſhood: And if we are 
not at a Loſs as to this, it is ſufficient, 
But to be a little more particular in the 
Conſideration of this Point. . 

The Anſwer to the Objection above- 
mentioned is as follows. That God can 
give us ſome certain Criterion or Mark, 
whereby we may diſtinguiſh the extraor- 
'* dinary Works done by him, for Confir- 
mation of the Truth, from thoſe Works 
** which are done by other Beings, for Con- 
« firmation of a Falſhood.“ Letters p. 29. 
And it is further obſery'd, p. 30. That 


* When Gopdoesany extraordinary Works, 


to aſſure us that ſuch a Doctrine is a Re- 


«« yelation from him, he does give us ſuch 
a4 Criterion.“ Theſe things of themſelves 


remove the Objection, and your Hriend 
has not ſaid, as I find, the leaſt Sy llable 
againſt them. 
There's another 
which is this, what 1g this Criterion ? 
And it is thus anſwer'd, . 30. The 
& Works themſelves furniſh us with it; 
and 'tis reaſonable to think, that thoſe 


which God hath wrought for the purpoſe 


above- 


Queſtion yet behind, 


I 
7 
; 
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* above- mentioned, do exceed thoſe, which 


are done by other Beings to a contrary 
* purpoſe,” Prop. xi. This is all that is 


_ objected againſt, and the Objection a- 


oainſt it is not, that what I have aſſert- 


ed is unreaſonable; or that ſuppoſing the 


Works which God hath wrought to aſſure 


us of the Truth, do exceed thoſe done by 
other Beings in favour of Falfhood, that 
we cannot, by the Works, diſtinguiſh Truth 
from Falſhood; no, but whereas I took 
notice of the Cale of AARON, and the 


Magician in Egypt, as an Inſtance, not 


only of extraordinaty Works done, ſome in 


favour of the Truth, and others in favour of 
| Falſhood; but of Gop's having actually 


given us the Criterion above- mentioned. 
and of its ſufficiency to the purpoſe for 


which it is given, it is objected, p. 23. 
that in the Example produc'd, here 10 


* uo Criterion laid down by me, to judge 
* when an extraordimary Work is done by 
** Gop, and when not, but only in the Cale 
*< ofa Conteſt between two Parties working 
Miracles for Victory.“ Bur to this 1 


1. It is not neceſſary, as has been al- 


| ready hinted, to lay down a Criterion, 


whereby to judge when any extraordinary 
Work is done by God, and when not; 
we only want a Criterion to aſſiſt us in judg- 
ing when it is done to aſſure us of the 


C 2 Truth, 
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Truth, and when it is done in fayour of 
Falſhood., If therefore the Criterion I have 


mention'd will ſerve to this purpoſe, it fully 
anſwers its End. And nothing is offer'd to 
ſhew that it will not. 

There is an Authority indeed produc'd to 


prove that no uſe can be made of Miracles 1 


if any one but Gop cou'd work them, 


Lo. 24.] * And if this be true, it is abſo- 
lutely neceſſary to ſhew, that they are the 


Works of God, and not of other Beings. 
But you will obſerve, that the Paſſage pro- 


duc'd by our AUTHOR is maimed, and if 


I ſupply what he has ſeen fit to leave our, 
every one will ſee, that it does him no Ser- 
vice. For the words wanting are theſe, 


independently on him, and at their Pleaſure. 
Let who will be the immediate Authors of 


extraordinary Works, if they are but un- 
der God's management, and if he does but 
lo order the matter, as that we may 
certainly tell, which are done to confirm 


* There can be no Proof that an extraordinary Work is 


2 Work of Gop, from the Work it ſelf, but a Proof that no 


other Being can do that Work, beſides G o v: Nor can any uſe 


be made of Miracles, if any one but God cou'd work them. , 
hey cou'd not manifeſt a divine Power if any leſs cou'd _ 
work them; nor cou'd they atteſt to any one's being ſent of 


God, if any other than God cou'd exerciſe ſuch Power, be- 
cauſe they might proceed from one as well as the other. You 


cou'd not know I came from and was ſent by ſuch a Prince, 


by my bringing his Seal along with me, it other People had 

the ſame Seal, and wou'd lend it to others to uſe it as they 

taw fit. FiEETwood's Eſſay on Miracles, Pp. 11. b 
1 n ; Kees tl e 


5 
1 
7 
. N 
3 
IF 
o E; * 
17 
2 


I have 
fully 
rd to 


cd to 
racles 
them, 

abſo- 


eings. 
Pro- 
4 if 
out, 
Ser- 
heſe, 
fare. 
Irs of 
un- 
but 
may 
fird, 


| — — 


ork is 
Jar no 
ny uſe 


them. 


ent of 
, be- 
You 
rince, 
e had 
s they 


the 


( 21 ) 


bur of L the Truth, and which to confirm a Falſhood, 


it is ſufficient; and there's nothing at all 


in this Authority to contradict this, unleſs 
.you disfigure it, as your Friend has done. 
What I have above obſerved does there- 
fore fully anſwer all that he has ſaid upon 


this Head: But to ſhew the great uſefulneſs 


of the Criterion we are conſidering ; I ſhall 


add, 
re the 
large and extenſive. For we are not to 
think that there is then only a Conteſt. 


Nt 
YE 
* 
+ 
4 


2. That the Caſe of a Conteſt is very 


when two Parties, as your Friend ex- 


preſſes it, are working Miracles for Victory. 
Suppoſe the Queſtion to be this, whether 
the Miracles of this, or the other Party, 


give us reaſon to receive their Doctrine as 
coming from God? If there's any oppoſt- 


tion or contrariety in their Doctrine, it may 
be faid, that there is a Conteſt, tho the 


Men working the Miracles liv'd in difterens 
Places and in different Ages. There may 
not indeed be a Conteſt between the Men, 
who may know nothing one of another: 
But there is a Conteſt between the ſuperior 
Beings, who enable them to do ſuch Mira- 


i cles. And if the Criterion laid down will 


coud 


help us to judge aright, in all ſuch Caſes as 
this, it muſt be acknowledg'd to be of con- 
ſiderable Service. Bur I oblerve farther, 
3. That a great deal of uſe may be made 
of this Criterion, even where there is no 
4 Conteſt ; 
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| Conteſt; that is, where the extraordinary 
Works are done in different Places and Ages, 

and where there's no oppoſition, or contra- 
Tiety in the Docttines they are done to con- 
firm. To ſupport this 1 deſire it may be 
conſidered, that when we ſay [as Prop. xi. 
that © it is reaſonable to think, that the 
Works which God hath wrought, to a- 
* ſure us that ſuch a Doctrine is a Revela- 7 
*« tion from him, do exceed thoſe done by 
other Beings to confirm a Falſhood,” we 
Ate ſpeaking of extraordinary Works in the 
general; and there's a Compariſon to be tf! 
made not only between thoſe done at the ©: 
fame time, and in the ſame place in favour t! 

of toxtrary Doctrines, but thoſe done at 

| different times, and in different places, in fa- 

9 vour of different Doctrines. And this 


f eleventh Propoſition means the ſame as when 
118 we fay in other words, that it is reaſonable 
1118} to think that God will confirm a Doctrine 
9 coming from him in another manner, than 
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; any wicked Beings, ſuperior unto us, may be 


0 ſuppoſed ever capable of confirming a Doc. | 
W's trine coming from them. _ 1 
1 The Works wrought by the Magicians in 
Wi Egypt, were, it may be, the greateſt Works 
ever wrought in Confirmation of Falſhood. * 


And ſome may think that there is not one 
of the Works of MosES and AARON, or 
even JESUs himſelf, that was beyond what 
the Magicians did in turning their Rods into 
_— - Serpents, 


= * — WED — 
. & — a i 
_ — i 
_ . * — — 
— — = 2 — nes — 
— — — nerrtioe aes — 
ISS” A 
— 2 — 
—— —„V — —-— ——— 
— _ — — — — wee — = 


|. (23) 
* Serpents, the Water into Blood, and in 
bringing up Frogs upon the Land of &gyp7 ;- 
ntra- But it does not follow from hence, that the 
con- Works done in confirmation of the Truth, 
iy be do not exceed thoſe wrought in confirmation 
„ xi.] of a Falſhood, all the Circumſtances at- 
"tending thoſe Works being taken into the 
account. Let the Works be equal in ſome 
Inſtances, yet if they are not ſo when taken 
y in the general, there is an exceeding. If 
there is a ſuperiority of Power diſcover'd on 
either ſide, there is an exceeding, If I do 
the ſame with you in ſome Inſtances, but 
can't do the ſame in other Inſtances, and if 
there's no Work that I do, which you can- 
not do, it may reaſonably be faid that 
your Works exceed mine. This being ob- 
ſerv'd, to prevent needleſs Diſputes, aud for 
the fuller — of the eleventh Pro- 
poſition, I ſhall lay down the following 
things as Corollaries from it, ſnewing, as I 
go along, how uſeful they are for our Di- 
rection in ſome particular Caſees. 
I. That of two Perſons, who give out 
that the contrary, or different Doctrines 
ns in that they teach are a Revelation from God, 
orks and who do extraordinary Works to con- 
ood. firm them, there's more reaſon to ſuſpect 
- one bim as impoſing on us, who does the leſs 
i, or Works than him who does the greater. 
what This Corollary may ſhew us that there 
into Was more realon to ſuſpect APpOLLONIUS, 
1 as 


( 24 ) 
as impoſing on us, than JESUS or his Apo- 
files. ** For his Wonders” to uſe the words 
of Biſhop STILLINGFLEET, Origin. 
Sacre, lib. ii. ch. 9. Sect. 2:] are ſuch pi- 
tiful things, compar'd with thoſe wrought 
by Chriſt or his Apoſtles, that it cou'd be 
nothing but Malice in Hierocles to men- 
% tion him with Chri/?.” Here was no Con- 
zeft between two Parties working Miracles 
for Victory, and yet the Criterion is of Ser- 
vice. * 
2. That if theſe two Perſons are brought 
together, and work Miracles for Victory, it 
is certain that he who is overcome does not 
bring a Revelation from Gd. 
This ſhews us that the Magzcrans in E- 
£ypt, and Si MON Macus in Samaria, if 
they pretended to bring a Revelation from 
God, only ſought to impoſe upon the World, 
for they loſt the Victory in a Conteſt. 
3- That if one of thele Perſons over- 
comes the other, and if he who overcomes 
propoſes a Doctrine as a Revelation from 
God, which Doctrine is contrary to a for- 
mer Revelation confirm'd by Miracles, we 
cannot infer from the extraordinary Works 
that are done by him, that the Doctrine he 
8 is ſuch a Revelation, unleſs theſe 
orks are not merely equal to, but even 
beyond thoſe which were done in Confir- 
mation of that former Revelation ; and the 
Caſe is the ſame where one alone does ex- 
traordinary 
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traordinary Works in the like Circumſtances, 
without any to oppoſe him. If the Works 
done on both ſides are equal they prove 
no thing. 25 e 

«« Miracles may have been wrought 
merely to atteſt Go »'s Providence, his Care, 
protection and Government of the World; 
** or purely for the benefit of ſome particu- 
% lar Perſon, without any reſpect had to 
the confirmation of any Truth, or Meſ- 
** ſage,” as Biſhop FLEE Two 0D obſerves, 
Eſſay on Mir. 2d Edit. p. 121, 122. But 
allowing that many extraordinary Works 
were wrought by Ap 0LLONIUS, and that 
there were numerous and atteſted Miracles 
among the Pagans, [ Letter, p. 24.) and 


that he and others did outdo _— with 


whom they had a Conteſt, and allowing 
alſo that the things done by them were done 
to aſſure the World, that ſuch and ſuch 
Doctrines were a Revelation from God, yet 
if theſe Doctrines in any reſpect contradict- 
ed the Revelation made by Moss, or by 
IEsus and his Apoſtles, this Corollary ſnews 


us, that we are not oblig'd to receive them; 


for it can't be made appear that the Works 
wrought by AroLLoN1us, or any among 
the Pagans, were equal to, much leſs beyond,” 
thoſe wrought by Mosxzs, or by Jesus 
and his Apoſtles. CIS 
It alſo ſhews us, that ſuppoſing the Peo- 
ple in Popiſh Countries, or wherever Mi- 
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*« racles are in vogue, are not to blame,” 
[as the ingenious D R. MorRGAN ſpeaks, 
Letter, p. 28.] © for not detecting the 
Cheats of jugling Prieſts, and deſigning 


4c 


640 


which perhaps they cannot do; the Plot 
being too cloſe and deep, and the deſign 
too nice and knaviſh for them ;” that they 


may be juſtly blamed not only ** for their 


receiving Doctrines as true and Divine, 


without regard to the Nature and in- 


4 trinſick Character of the Doctrines them- 
«< ſelves,” but alſo, for receiving them up- 


on the Atteſtation of ſuch Miracles, and 
parting with Doctrines confirm'd by Mira- 
cles abundantly ſuperior - to all that they ſee 


done. 
And it may lead us alſo to take notice 


of the Wiſdom and Goodneſs of God, in per- 


mitting extraordinary Works to have been 


done ſometimes in Confirmation of a Falſe- 


hood. For it has a natural Tendency to 
teach us not to give heed to every one, who 


does ſomewhat extraordinary and miracu- 


4. That if ſuch Works were never be- 


fore wrought by any as are done by one of 


theſe Perſons, either in a Conteſt or with- 
out, we have full Proof and Evidence that 


the Doctrine which he teaches is really a 
Revelation from God, 


This 


Knaves, who impoſe upon their Senſes; 
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A a 

7 _ This ſhews us, 1. That we have good rea» 
: ſon to receive the things deliver'd by Mo- 
| SES as a Revelation from God, for no 
4 Works were ever before done by any, e- 
4 qual to thoſe done by him. NG 

X a 2. That we have likewiſe abundant Rea- 
jon to receive the things taught by IE SS 
a nqd his Apoſtles, as a Revelation from God. 
For [Prop. xiii.] they gave out that it was 
ſuch a Revelation; and [Prop. xiv. ] extra- 


f ordinary Works were done to aſſure the 
=. World of this; and laſtly [ Prop. xv.] Works 
far exceeding all others that can be pretend- 


| ed to be ſet in Competition with them. Y 
f To conclude this Head, we have no rea- 1 
, ſon to think that God ever hath in Fact, or l 
: ever will put matters upon ſuch a Bottom, 
; as that if we judge by the Works themſelves, 9 
; we muſt give Credit to a Falſhood. He hath vi 
not done it inthe Inſtances above mention'd, Al 
; and to uſe the words of a conſiderable Au- W 
thor, [| Be. HoapLy, J ſuppoſe falſe iy 
| *« Chriſts may do great Signs and Wonders, * 
5 << Tire no ill D to Chriſtianity Fs 
4 from hence; for at the ſame time I am 1 
3 *« ſure, as I can be of any ſuch thing, that 1 
; | there ſhall be ſo great a difference in the 0 
— Miracles wrought, in the quality and , 
"AN * oreatneſs, and the number of them, that 
1 the Elect, the true ſerious Chriſtians can't 


be at a Loſs to determine on which ſide 
God is. Nor can any inſtance be brought 
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of any who have actually oppoſed Chriſt, 
in which, ſuppoſing they have wrought 
Miracles, this difference will not be very 
apparent, when you put them in the Scale 


** againſt a long ſeries of Miracles of all 


kinds, wrought by a Power uncontrol- 
„led; and, at laſt the Perſon who wrought 


them rais'd from the dead. This I think 


«+ Reaſon tells me I may always expect.” 
Tratts, p. 19, 20. 1 ct 6hs 
From what has been ſaid it appears, 


that I look on this Criterion as ſufficient 
for our direction in all Caſes; and this 


ſeeming to me to be ſufficient, I cannot 
think that we have any need of ano- 
ther, nor can it properly be ſaid that J 
offer a ſecond, [Letter, p. 25.] I put a 
Caſe indeed, in which I recommend it to 


the Reader, to look to the Doctrine that 


extraordinary Works are done for the Con- 


firmation of, and to ſee whether he can 


thence infer, that they are the Works of 


God, [ wrought to aſſure us of a Revelation, J 
but I obſerve at the ſame time, that there's 


no reaſon for ſuppoſing it ever to be a Caſe 
in Fact, Letters, p. 33. 5 
The Caſe that I put is this, that the Cri- 


terion we have been ſpeaking of fails us; 
as ſuppoſing that the extraordinary Works 


that are done for Confirmation of two op- 
poſite Doctrines ſhou'd be equal. And in 
this Caſe, it is certain, that extraordinary 

Works, 
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Works in themſelves prove nothing; and 


all we can do for our Relief, is to look to 
the Doctrine that the Works are done to 
confirm. And here I have obſery'd, that 


that Doctrine is to be receiv'd, which has a 
natural tendency to make Men Holy and 
Happy, and the extraordinary Works done 


to confirm it, are to be look'd upon as the 


Works of God, or Works wrought by a di- 
vine Power, to aſſure us of a Revelation 


from God. In anſwer to this it is ſaid, 


1. That inferior Beings may propoſe 
Doctrines which intereſted Men will aſ- 


«« ſert to have a tendency to make Men Holy 


and Happy, and which have that real | 
_« Tendency, 
own, and ſhall only remark, that if by 


p. 25. And this I readily 


theſe inferior Beings, your Friend means 
evil and wicked Beings ſuperior unto us, 
[and of them I was ſpeaking, Letters, p. 34, 
35+] it is not agreeable to their Character, 


to propoſe Doctrines of this Nature, and to 
exert themſelves to do extraordinary Works, 


to perſuade us that they come from God. 
They may have ſome politick End or other 
to anſwer in promoting a particular Doc- 
trine, that has ſuch a Tendency : Bur it's 
not eaſy to conceive that they ſhou'd ever 
hope to find their Account, in promoting 


ſuch a ſet of Doctrines and Laws as we 


meet with in Chriſtianity. 


2. It's 
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2. It's ſuppos d. That extraordinary 
« Forks or Miracles are then only to be 
look'd on as the Works of God, when the 
Doctrine they are wrought for the Con- 
*+« firmation of, has a tendency to make 
Men Holy and Happy” And from this 
it is infer'd, that Miracles, as ſuch, do 


» 
* 


* 
9 


* not evince themſelves to be the Yorks 


« of God, and are no Proofs of a divine 
« Revelation ; and the Doctrine proves the 


« Miracle, and not the Miracle the Doc- 


ſerve, 5 che 


Holy, Wiſe, and Good, can never be ſuppo- 


ſed to give a Revelation contrary to God- 
lineſs, and the real Happineſs of Mankind ; 
and if he can never be ſuppos d to give ſuch 
a Revelation, it can never be thought that 


he will do extraordinary Works to confirm 


ſuch a Revelation. But he may reveal a 


Doctrine, that appears indifferent to us, and 
that we ſee not the good Tendency of, and 
he may do extraordinary Works in Confir- 


mation of ſuch a Doctrine; and if he does 


we are oblig'd to receive it. It's recom- 
mended [Letter, p. 29.] as a juſt Remark 
of the ingenious DR. MORGAN, „that 


if any Dotrmes are received, in virtue 


of Miracles, as coming from God, which 


© Doctrines are not charatteris'd by the 


„ reaſon 


1. As to the Suppoſition it's none of my 
making. I own indeed, that God being 
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*« reaſon of Things, and the moral fitneſs 
«*« of Actions, 'tis plain, there can be no 
«« poſſible guard againſt Enthuſiaſin and 
«© Impoſture, nor any Criterion by which 
« we may diſtinguiſh between Truth and 
« Falſhood, or Right and Wrong, in mat- 
ters of Religion.” But I cannot help 


thinking, that PHaRAaon was inexcuſable 


in not receiving the Meſſage to let Jae 
go, in virtue of Miracles, as coming from 
God, tho he did not /ee the Reaſon or 
moral Fitneſs of this Meſlage ; and that 
the I/raelites acted very wiſely in receiving 
many Laws, in virtue of Miracles, as 
coming from God, tho, in ſeveral Inſtan- 
ces, we may reaſonably ſuppoſe that they 
were unacquainted with any of the good 


| Purpoſes that were to be ſerv'd by them. 


There is Wiſdom, no doubt, in all that God 
does, and he acts upon the higheſt Reaſon; 
but, in many Caſes, we can fee no other 
than that he acts like an abſolute Sovereign; 
for he gives us not the leaſt account of his 
Matters. 5 

2. As to the Inference drawn from the 
abovemention'd Suppoſition, I acknowledge, 
that in the Caſe I have put, [that extraor- 
dinary Works are equal on both ſides, ] the 
Miracles don't evince any thing, and there's 
nothing but the Doctrine to turn the Bal- 
lance. But it does not follow from this, 
that Works ſaperior to all others don't 
evince 


632 
evince themſelves to be the Works of God, 
or Works wrought in Proof of a divine Re- 


velation; and that in this Caſe the Doctrine 
does in the leaſt prove the Miracle. It's 


readily allow d that no Miracles can prove 


a Doctrine to be of God, which has an ill 
Tendency ; but you cannot infer from this, 
either, that no Miracles can prove that Doc- 
trine to be a Revelation from God, which 
has no fach Tendericy ; or. that Miracles 


may not be neceſſary to aſſure Men, that 


that Doctrine is ſuch a Revelation which 
has a contrary Tendency. FRY 


3. The moſt material Obſervation is this, 
p. 26. that the Rule, of making Mira. 


cles then a Proof of a Doctrine s coming 


from God, when the Dockrines them 


„ ſelves have a Tendency to make Men 
„Holy and Happy, cannot be applied in 
Caſe of Judaiſin and Chriſtianity,” This 


I own is ſtriking home. Let your Friend 


prove this, and I will give up the Cauſe I 
am pleading. In ſupport of it, he tells us, 
1. That they * conſiſt in many reſpects 


of merely poſitive Doctrines.“ But if 


by this he means mere ſpeculative Notions, 
that little or nothing concern our Practice, 
Cand I can think of no other ſenſe of the 
Phraſe ſerviceable to his Cauſe, ] it may be 
replied that Judai ſin and Chriſtianity have 


many Precepts as well as Doctrine, and 


that theſe Precepts are enforced by pro- 
4 per 
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per Motives, and on this account both theſe 
Religions are admirably well ſuited to pro- 
mote the Holineſs and Happineſs of Man- 


kind. It will be difficult to point out ma- 
ny merely poſitive Doctrines, that no 


ways affect our Practice; but to ſupport 


your Friend's Obſervation, *tis neceſſary 


that he proves that Judaiſin and Chriſtia- 
nity contain nothing elſe but ſuch Doc- 
trines. 


2. It is ſuggeſted that there are ſome 


things, both in Judaiſin and Chriſtianity 
contrary to Morality and the good of Man- 
kind. But here it may be ſufficient to ob- 
ſerve, that it cannot be ſhewn, that any 


of the matters that are mention'd, 2. 26, 


27. can reaſonably be urged, as they ſtand 


in the Scriptures, as Precedents, or Exam 


ples, to encourage Men to any thing evil 
or prejudicial either to themſelves or o- 
thers. To take a little notice of the ſeve- 
ral Particulars. . | 
Gop commands ABRAHAM, for the 


tryal of his Faith and Obedience, to ſa- 


Crifice his Son IS AAC. ABRAHAM goes 
about it in good carneſt ; and for this he 
is highly commended in the Holy Scrip- 
tures. What a vile Revelation is this (may 


an Enemy to it ſay) that commends a Per- 


{on for an attempt to ſacrifice an innocent 
Child ! Bur might there not be ſome Cir- 
cumſtances that made it reaſonable for 
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(34) 
ABRAHAM to act in the manner he did? 
It is ſuggeſted, Heb. xi. 19. that he relied 
upon the Almighty Power of God, to raiſe 
Is AAc again from the dead, which inti- 
mates that God encourag'd him to this Fact, 

by a promiſe of reſtoring his Son to Life. 
And perhaps ABR ana M might reaſon thus 
with himſelf, „If Isaac be raiſed from 
the dead, poſſibly, he ſhall die no more; 
„ however, there is no queſtion, but he 
«« will be ina much better State, and in more 
« deſirable Circumſtances, than he is in at 


* 


«© preſent. I ſhall therefore be ſo far from 


Cc 


doing him any wrong, by obeying the 
Divine Command, that I ſhall promote 
his Advantage.” No notice, indeed, is 
taken in the Hiſtory of this, that the 
Apoſile ſpeaks of: But the thing proves it 
{elf to be ſo. For the Covenant being eſta- 


cc 


40 


bliſbed with Is AAc and his Seed after him 


(Gen. xvii. 19.) if we do but ſuppoſe 
(which there's no Reaſon to doubt of) that 
ABRAHAM had a firm and unſhaken Faith 
in this matter, that God wou'd make good 
his Covenant, we cannot but think, that, 


when God commanded him to facrifice 


Isaac, he muſt conclude with himſelf, 
there's ſome way or other, in which the 
„ Covenant will be made good: Isaac 
„% now has no Seed; but he ſhall certainly 
% have a Seed.“ And as it could not well 
be, but he muſt reaſon with himſelf con- 
cerning 
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cerning the way and manner, in which this 


ſhowd be brought about, ſo it was very na- 


tural for him to ſuppoſe that God, in or- 
der to effect it, wou'd reſtore Is aac again 


to Life. ABRAHAM therefore, in his 


readineſs, to obey the Divine Command, 


for offering up his Son, hath given us a 
noble Example of Faith, in the Power, 


Word and Promiſe of Almighty God: But 


his Carriage is far from recommending to 
us Injuſtice or Cruelty towards an inno- 


cent Perſon, or the want of natural Af- 


fection in a Father to his Child. 

The words in Lev. xxvii. 28, 29. can't 
reaſonably be interpreted, as containing a 
Precept relating to human Sacrifices. By 


being devoted and Holy to the Lord, V. 28. 


we may underſtand no more than the being 


ſet apart, as SAMUEL was (1 Sam. i.) to 


God's Service. And whereas we read, 
V. 29. that none devoted of Men ſhall be 
redeemed, but ſhall ſurely be put to death; 
this may be underſtood as ſpoken of thoſe, 


whom they were oblig d to. put to death, 
or at leaſt might lawfully doom to death, 


as the Enemies of Iſael, Numb. xxi. 2, 3. 
And the meaning may be no more than 


this, zhat having, upon good Reaſon, vow- 


ed their Deſtruction, you muſt act agree- 
ably to your Vow. The Law was lo very 
plain, and expreſs for putting Murderers to. 


Death, Gen. ix. 6. Numb. xxxv. 30, * 
| that. 
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. . 
that we can't well underſtand this Precept, 
as given with relation to any other Perſons. 
For there's not the leaſt intimation, that 
ſacrificing a Man was not to be look'd upon 


as Murder. 


It does not ſeem to me worth while to 
diſpute whether JeeTH An facrificed his 
Daughter. It is ſufficient to my purpole to 
obſerye, that, tho he is rank'd, Heb. xi. 
31, 33. among thoſe, who thro Faith 


ſubdued Kingdoms, yet he is no where in 
_ Scripture commended for his Carriage in 


this Affair. SAMSON alſo is brought 


in among theſe Perſons; but what more 
unreaſonable, than to infer from it, that the 


ſacred Scripture approves of the whole of 


his Conduct. Beſides it does not appear, 


that either ABR AH A Ms Obedience to the 
the Command of God, to offer up his Son, 
or the ſuppoſed Precept for human Sacri- 
fices, or this, which is call'd an Exempli- 
fication of it, led any among the JVaelites 


into this Practice. No, they firſt forſook 


the Law of Mos Es, and fell into Idola- 
try, before they became guilty of any thing 


of this Nature, : 
What the [/7aelrzes receiv'd of the Egyp- 
tian, Was leſs than was their due, for all 


their Services and their Sufferings : And we 
do not find, that they made uſe of any trick- 
ing, or falſhood when they defir'd their 
Jewels of them, or gave them any reaſun 
| b | | tO 
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to think that they ſhou'd be reſtored. See 


Exod. xii. 31-37. 
JAEL's killing Siſera, is not to be 
juſtified: But there's no ſuch Approbation 


of her Conduct, as ſhould lead us to think 


that we may imitate her Example. She 


is call'd indeed, bleſſed above Women, in 


the Song that was ſung upon the occaſion 
of the Victory gain'd by DERORAH and 
BARAK. But the Pen-man of the Book 
of Judges only acts the part of an Hiſ- 


torian in recording it. See PooL's Eng- 


liſh Annot. 5 f 

When SamuvtL went to Bethlehem 
on ſo ſolemn an occaſion as the anointing of 
a King, it was yery proper to offer Sacri- 
fice, and that being a conſiderable part of 


the buſineſs he had to do there, he might 


properly and truly ſay, that he went thi- 
ther to ſacrifice. For as Biſhop PAT RICE 
obſerves on 1 Jam. xvi, © where are two 
Ends of any Action, one may, without 
any injury to Truth, declare the one 
* andconcealthe other,” But your Friend 
has no reaſon to ſuggeſt here, that there 
was an intent to dethrone SAUuL. 
Mens ſelling their whole Eſlate and 
Subſtance, and bringing all things in com- 
mon, was a voluntary act, and a number of 


Perſons may now agree upon doing the 


ſame, if they ſee fir. There's no reaſon 
to think any other than that it ſeem'd pru- 
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(383) 
dent to the Diſciples who did it, and we 
are too little acquainted with the Circum- 


ſtances they were in at that time, to be 


able to condemn their Conduct. 

The forbidding Uſury ſeems to have 
been a part of the Political Law, that God, 
who acted as their King, gave to the Jew- 


iſh Nation. If a whole Nation agreed to 


act agreeably to this Law, I cannot ſee that 
it wou'd be any ways contrary to their 


Intereſt. It might be prejudicial to ſome 


particular Perſons; but in the whole it 
might encourage Induſtry and promote 
Trade. But it is no where forbid in the 
New Teſtament, | 

Eunuchiſin is not approv'd of as the 
way to the Kingdom of Heaven ; the moſt 


that our Lord ſeems to intend in Mat. xix. 


11. 12. is, that ſuch would do well to lead 
a ſingle Life as ſhou'd find themſelves in 
Circumſtances able to do it, without be- 
ing expos'd to conſiderable Temptations ; 
and it is very probable that he gave this 
Advice, with an Eye to the Perſecution 
and Diſtreſs that he ſaw coming upon his 
Diſciples. And Sr. PAUL may very well 
be underſtood as commenting upon our 
Lord's words, in 1 Cor. vii. 26. where he 
tells us that he ſuppoſes that this, Virginity, 
and a ſtate of fingle Life, zs good for the 


preſent Diſtreſs : But this he is far from, 


recommending to all, eyen in thoſe Cir- 
LO cumſtances ; 
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cumſtances; for he expreſly faith, ver. g. f 


* they cannot contain let them marry ; it 1s 

ow better to marry than to burn. 

oy.” I am very ſenſible that there are diver- 

other ſuch matters, that might have been 

* mentioned. But this I am fully perſuaded 

. of, that if we may but be allow'd, to in- 

* terpret obſcure and difficult Paſſages by 

0 ſuch as are plain, and eaſy to be underſtood, 

ie there are none that can be produced that 

a will come up to the point, and anſwer the 

= purpoſe your Friend would ſerve by them. | 
* Human Authors claim it as their due, to | 
. have their Books treated in this manner, 20 


and certainly there's as much reaſon, for 
thus treating the Holy Scriptures. 

4 And thus, I think, I have ſupported the 

Argument for the Truth of Chriltianity from 

* | extraordinary Works. „„ 

d | Some Objections are rais'd againſt the 

3 uſe that I make of this Argumenr ; it may 


1 not be amiſs to take notice of them before 1 
. I conclude this Letter. 10 
e It is ſaid, p. 5. that I ſuppoſe, © that 9 
; «© when the 47e//7abſhip of 7efns is provd 41 
| by Miracles, ſuch Proof remains good * 
E « and cannot be overthrown by any 04. 1 | 
Y | *© 72:04, on the Head of Prophecy; 1 
; „ which cannot be anſwerd.” But I am 95 
„nt ſenſible of my having made any ſuch 4 
f Suppoſition: That which is the moſt like it, vw 
: is what we havep.57, If the Truth of * 

| * 2 by 
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enough to find out its Solution. 


(40 ) 
* a Propoſition be fully prov'd, we are o- 
„ blig'd to believe it, tho we cannot an- 
*+« {wer every Objection that is brought 
„ againſt it by a learned and ſubtle Ad- 
verſary. But that I am there ſpeaking 
of an Objection that may be an/wer'd, is 


very evident from what follows. For 


„ this we may be ſure of, that Truth is 
& not contrary to Truth, and that there 
*« muſt be ſome way or other of anſwering 
« Objections againſt the Truth, tho in 


% many Inſtances, thro? the weakneſs of 


& our Minds, and our imperfect Views of 
things, we may not be ſo happy as to 
find it out.” To explain my elf a lit- 


tle upon this Heat. 


The anſwer to an Objection which I 
here intend, is ſuch a direct and particular 
anſwer to an Objection, as is given by en- 
tering into its Nature, and ſhewing where 


the Fallacy of it lies. And Objections 


we cannot thus anſwer, may, I think, lie 
againſt a Propoſition fully proved; we 
may fee the difficulty, and not have Light 
Zour Friend therefore does not ſeem to 
be arguing * me, for he conſtantly 
uſes the Phraſe an unanſwerable Objettion, 


or an Objettion that can't be anſwerd. 


And there's very little of what he ſays upon 
this Head, p. 5 —- 11+ that I do not aſ- 
ſent to. ; 


(41) 


I agree with him, that the meaning of 
% Books is to be ſettled by the common 
+ Rules of interpreting Books, and not by 
„% Miracles, p. 5. And hall only obſerve, 
that as to obſcure and unintelligible, or at 
leaft doubtful Paſſages in Books, the mean- 
ing of which we cannot certainly ſettle by 
the common Rules of interpreting Books, 
it may ſatisfy us that here is a Perſon, who 
hath done the moſt extraordinary Works, 
and who plainly appears to be « Teacher 
ſent from God, who applies them in ſuch 
a manner, and tells us that they are to be 
taken in ſuch a ſenſe. In Paſſages of this 
Nature, here is no Evidence appears to con- 
tradi the truth of what he ſays, and 
{ therefore it ſeems reaſonable to give Credit 
to him, on the account of the extraordinary 
Works which he hath done; which Works 
| may be conſider d as Proofs or Motives in 
| a lower Senſe ! nay, are, in their Nature. 
4 Confirmation of a Miſſion. Leiter p. 13, 
; I 4. | 5 | 
* acknowledge, as your Friend has very 
well obſerv'd, p. 5. that the Bereaus are 
& commended for ſearching the Scriptures, 
«+ or Old Teſtament, to /ee, whether what 
the Apoſtles preached was true, or 40, 
for their endeavouring to try the Apoſtles 
Doctrine by the Old Teſtament, inter- 
«+ preted by the common Rules of inter- 
«« preting Books.” Coming they did well 
| to. 
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(42 ) 


to go as far as they cou'd : They expected 


the Meſſiah to have appear d in allthe Pomp 
and Glory of this World; and it cou d not 
be, but that they muſt object againſt IE s uss 
being the Meſſiah on the account of his 
Poverty, Sufferings and Death; and they 
acted like Men of brave and noble Spirits in 


_ conquering, or laying afide their Prejudices 


againſt the Apoſtle's Doctrine, ſo far as to 
examine, with all freedom and impartiality, 


whether it cou'd be reconcil'd to the Old A 


Tertament, J On oo ans 

I alſo acknowledge that if they had evi- 
dently ſeen in ſuch Paſſages as they cou'd 
underſtand, that the Old Teſtament, which 
they look'd upon as ſacred, contradicted the 
Doctrine of the Apoſtles, they cou'd not 
have receiy'd it, on the account of the Mi- 
racles wrought in its Confirmation. For if 
I evidently ſee that the words are to be 
thus underſtood, let what will be done to 
prove, that they are to be taken otherwiſe, 


I cannot believe it. As to the Queſtion, 


therefore of Tran ſubſtantiation, the deter- 


" mination whereof, we will ſuppoſe, depends 


on the 7 F theſe words, this is my 
Body, if conſidering he Context, I find 
their Senſe to be plain, and to carry full 
Evidence along with them agamſt the Doc- 
trine of Tranſubſtantiation, I cannot re- 
ceive it, whatever Miracles J may fancy to 
be wrought in its Confirmation. For © 

e this 


1 
J 
| 

; 

3 
5 
} 
; 
* 


( 


this Caſe 1 plainly ſee, that here's an unan- 


ſwerable Objection lying againſt the Pro- 


poſition, that Tran/ubſtantiation is the 
Doctrine of the Bible, p. 6,7 
I alſo readily own, that all the parts 
of the Chriſtian Scheme ought to be made 


E 


c 
& the reſt that JESUS of Nazareth the 
« Meſſiah,” [tho I ſee no Reaſon to call 


it the fundamental Article of Chriſtianity] 
and II freely own, that one defect in the 
« faid Scheme, and one Argument againſt 
* that Scheme which cannot be anſwered, 


« affects the whole Scheme, p. 7. and that 
it is on ſeveral accounts very proper to exa- 
mine this matter by the Old Teſtament. 
But I do not pretend as your Friend inſi- 


nuates, p. 9. that Miracles are a Proof of 


the Meſſiahſbip of IE sus, upon a ſup- 
«« poſition that the Meſſiahſbip is not, or 
“ cannot be made out from the Old Teſta- 
% ment, or that the Teſt, or Proof there- 
« of may be declin'd.“ 1 
To conclude, I think it proper to have 


| ſomething to ballance the Argument for the 


Truth of Chriſtianity from Miracles, be- 


fore I give it up. I am ſenfible that Mira- 
cles are not an immediate, and direct Proof 


of the Meſſiahſbip of JESus, but they 
prove that from which we may infer it, The 
Truth of the Doctrine Amen by Jes us 
and his Apoſtles, of which this (that J E- 

8 1 $US 


out and defended, and this Article among 
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644) 
s us is the Meſſiah) was one Article. Shew 
that any thing ſpoken of the Meſſiah in the 


Old Teſtament does not agree to JESUs, 


and it will be acknowledg'd that Miracles 
do not prove his Meſſiahſbip. But this, I 
think, may reaſonably be inſiſted on, that 
plain Paſſages, the Senſe of which is cer- 
tain, and not ſuch as are obſcure and doubt 


ful, be urg d to this purpoſe. It is acknow - 


ledg'd that the meaning of Books [in plain 
and intelligible Paſſages | is to be ſettled by 
the common Rules of interpreting Books, 
and not by Miracles. But muſt it not alſo 
be acknowledg'd, that whether ſuch and 


ſuch things are Facts, is to be ſettled by the 


common Rules of proving or diſproving 
Facts, and not by the meaning of Paſſages 
in Books ; and that, if Miracles are well at- 
reſted and prov'd, we are not to ſay that 
they are no Facts, becauſe we may fancy 
that they are not conſiſtent with ſuch and 
ſach Paſſages in Books any more than we 
are to ſay, that plain Paſſages in Books are 
to be interpreted in ſuch a Senſe, becauſe 
no other Senſe, as we-think, is conſiſtent 
with ſuch and ſuch Miracles. For Mira- 
cles have certainly as much relation to the 
determination of the trae meaning of words, 
as the meaning of words has to the determi- 
nation of Miracles. Since therefore I rea- 
dily allow to you, that plain Paſſages in 
the ſacred Books do carry it againſt all Ar- 

as — guments | 


(45) 
ron from Miracles, ſo that if we plain- 
y ſee, that JIESsUs is not the Perſon pro- 


pheſied of in the Old Teſtament, we are 


not to think that any Miracles do proye 
him to be ſo; it is, methinks, but reaſo- 
nable that ' you ſhou'd as readily allow to 


me, that plain and well atteſted Miracles 


do carry it againſt all Arguments from ob- 
ſcure and doubtful Paſſages in Books, and 
do prove that the interpretation given of 
them, that contradicts the deſign of theſe 
Miracles, muſt be falſe, What's this but 
in both Caſes, to lay more ſtreſs upon that 


which is evident and certain, than on that 


which is obſcure and doubtful ? | 


Jam, 


SIR, Go. 
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; SIR, 
Job have aſſerted that all the Pro- 
g ! phecies are cited by the Apoſtles in | 


a ſecondary, typical, myſtical, or allegori- 
cal Senſe, (Diſc. Pag. 44.) and it is allow- 
ed to be © A right Method of proceed- 
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LR 

\ bs ing, and the true Anſwer to be pre = . 
{4 *« jt, to name an Inſtance to you of a Pro- 

\þ % phecy literally apply'd, who deny there 


* 


& is any one ſuch,” Letter, Pag. 55. I have 
named that in I/ vii. 14. Behold, a Vire 
gin ſhall conceive and bear a Son. This 
Prophecy is one of the fue Inſtances, you 
give as a Specimen how the Apoſtles apply 
the Prophecies ; and you have ſeen fit to 
ſay more of it than of all the reſt; ir being 
ſuppoſed to ſerve your Purpoſe the beſt of 
any. I do not therefore in the leaſt won- 
der, that your Friend appears not a little 
concerned to overthrow what I have offer- 
ed, to prove that it relates, in its literal 
Senſe, not to a young Woman in the days 
of Ah Az, but to the Virgin Max x, the 
Mother of Jesus, to whom Sr. MArTrTHñEW 
applies it. All the Anſwer he has given to. 
what I have faid upon the four other Pro- 
a | phecies 
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(47) — 
phecies lies within the Compaſs of three 
pages; whereas this takes up near a third 

| Part of his Lezrfer, _ 5 

| He ſuppoſes my Expoſition of this Pro- 
phecy to be entirely new, Pag. 33. and 1 
confeſs I was of his Mind, when I firſt 
E my Letters : but ſince that, I 

ave met with the main of it in Poor's 


, | Synopſes, and SPANHEIM's Dubia Evan- 
gelica; and it is taken from GASP ER SAN- 
CHER - 


From its Novelty, your Friend would in- 
fer, that it cannot be juſt, nor fo much as 
EI probable, or poſſible, Pag. 33; and he 
I ſeens not a little pleaſed with your having 
Iſo many great Authorities for your Senſe 
of the Place, and lets us know that he 
could add many more: but 1 will content 
my ſelf (lays he, Pag. 51.) with the great 
| Archbiſhop TiLLoTtsoON; but methinks 
this way of proceeding will lead us to an 
Argument for the Truth of Opinion, which, 
Is qdare fay, you are not very fond of; ſuch 
" Þ * and ſuch think ſo, and ſay ſo, and 
It therefore believe it.” The only Queſ- 
\ | tions before us are, whether the Expoſition 
I have given of this Prophecy, be a juſt 
Expoſition? and whether the Arguments I 
have brought ro ſupport it be concluſive ? 
and it now lies upon me to defend my Senfe 
of the Place, and anſwer the Objections of 
your Friend againſt it. . 1 
is 
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= 
His firſt Objection is againſt what I have 
aid about ST. MaTTarEw's Authority; 
* (Letters, Pag. 59.) and he is not a little 
angry, that I ſhould offer to throw S r. 
MaTTHEw at you : and ſays (Pag. 34.) 
that I _ as well urge hir Authority a- 
gainſt thoſe Diviues, who interpret S r. 
MATTHEW as you do. But to this I an- 
ſwer, that there's this Difference in the two 
Caſes. The Divines whom he ſpeaks of, 
who interpret S T. MATT HE w differently 
from me, do not go about by their Inter- 
pretation to deſtroy his Authority, as you 
do. They tell us, indeed, with you, that 
he quotes the words in Iſaiab, as typically, 
or myſtically fulfilled in the Birth of Je- 
Fas ; but they think that ST. MATTHE W 
might very well, without any Prejudice to 
his Authority, quote the words in this 
manner, and are far from repreſenting his 
Quotation as abſurd and ridiculous. 1 own 
that it would have been unreaſonable, and 
a begging the Queſtion, to have urged his 
Authority againſt them; but I cannot yet 
think it unreaſonable to urge it, as I have 
done, againſt one of your Sentiments in 
this Matter. For ſince, (as is evident from 
Diſc. Pag. 50—62.) you look upon it as 
ridiculous in ST. MATTHEW, to quote 
this Paſſage as a Prophecy typically or my- 
ſtically fulfill'd, and deny that he quotes it 
in any other Senſe, it's no more than to ſay, 


you 


ly 
{ 
"I 
1 
t 
c 
\ 
3 
| 


3 

you had need go upon ſure Grounds; pro- 
bable Arguments will not do in this Caſe: 
Nay little, if any thing ſhort of Demon- 
Z ſtration, will anſwer your Purpoſe ; for ſo 
much Deference is to be paid to ST, MaT- 


| THEW'S Authority (whom you are confu- 
| ting by no other Argument than this, he ri- 
| diculouſly applies Prophecies) that if his 


words, This was done that it might be ful- 
b: Filled, are not uſed in the way of Alluſion, 
or Accommodation, but are neceſſarily to 
be underſtood as defign'd to declare an E- 
vent foretold, whatever Objections there 
| are againſt his Interpretation of this Pro- 
* phecy, if they leave us but ſo much as a 


| Poſſibility of its being right, we ought to 
| receive it, Letters, Pag. gg. 

| What if, as I underſtand you, your Ob- 
| jection or Notion ſuppoſes ST. MaT THE w 


TX to be againſt you, and that your Deſign is 
| fo confute him, Pag. 25. may I not tell you, 
| ; 

without Offence, that unleſs you do ſuch 
, and ſuch things, you can never hope to ſuc- 
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| ceed in your Deſign ? But be this Matter as 
| it will, my Expoſition of I/. vii. 14. is no | 
| ways affected by it; for I have ſaid in ſo þ 
| many words, You think your Interpreta- | 
| tion is ſupported by the Context in 
| * ISAIAH, and to that I appeal.” I come / 
therefore to that which is more material. id 
| | 6 
| G Whar 4 
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(50) 


What I have ſaid about the Siga that was 


given to Anaz, after the gracious Offer of 
one was refuſed, is very groſly miſrepre- 
ſented ; (Pag. 35.) and, which is yet worſe, 


your Friend takes Occaſion from his own 


Miſrepreſentation of my Senſe, to caſt the 
ſevereſt Reflections upon me, Pag 37. 
My words are theſe, (Letters, Pag. 62. 
the very Page we are referr d to) *© This 
** gracious Offer (of a Sign, v. 11.) being 
refus'd, I ſee no reaſon to think that 
any farther Sign to this Purpoſe was 
intended to be given to Anaz:” But the 
words farther, and to this Purpoſe, he has 
fairly left out, what Purpgſe Imean you may 
ſee from the Parentheſis your Friend has 
given us in the ſame Sentence, To con- 
** vince him (A HAZ) that ISAtan came 


*« with a Meſſage from the Lord, to aſſure 


* him that the Kings of Syria and 1/7ael, 
* who had invaded udea, ſhould not ſuc- 
& cced in their Deſign.” 


What he therefore adds in the next Pa- 


ragraph makes nothing againſt me; © But 
< methinks the expreſs Aſſurance that IS a 1- 
* AH did give An Az a Sign, ſhould be a 
© ſufficient Proof that he did ſo; tho 
Mr. Green can ſee no reaſon for it.“ For 
that which I contend for is this, that the 
Sign given was not to the ſame purpoſe 
with that which was before offer'd and re- 

This 


- 


( 3t ) 


This I endeayour to ſupport by ſeveral 


Reaſons. The two firſt of theſe Reaſons 


which you have, Letters, Pag. 62—65. 
are ſaid, Pag. 36. to Need no Anſwer, 
as being grounded on the Suppoſition, 


that Mr. Green is fully acquainted with 
* the Will of God, and his Intentions; 


and that his Conceptions, in a Matter a- 
e bout which he cannot but be much in the 
“dark, muſt be the Rule of God's doing 


« or forbearing an Action, and this a- 


e gainſt an expreſs Aſſurance that he did 
« jo.” To this I anſwer, When the Text 


only ſpeaks of the Lord's giving a Sign, and 
does not ſay to what purpoſe it was to be 
given; it ſeeins reaſonable to argue, that it 
was not given to /uch a purpoſe, becault it 


would anſwer no good End if it were, and 


| becauſe it cannot be ſhewn to be agreeable 


to the Wiſdom of God to give a Fig to 


that Purpoſe. How this Rea/oning to fix 
a Senſe on the Text is wholly remote aud 


zmpertinent in the Caſe, I ſee not. 
My third Argument to ſupport the Aſ- 

ſertion, that the giga the Text ſpeaks of, 

was not to the ſame purpoſe with that 


which was offer'd and retus'd, (the aſſuring 


AHnaz that his Enemies ſhould not ſuc- 


ceed in their Deſign) is the Inconſiſtency 
of this, with the Threatnings deliver'd in 
the ſame Breath with this Prophecy, Pag. 


65—69. The Suggeſtions on this Head 
2 your 
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(52) 
Jour Friend ſuppoſes to have not the Co- 
tour of Argument, and to be nothing but 
Aſertions againſt Fact. And he oblerves, 
Pag. 38. That God had a Deſign to 
% comfort AHAZ and his People, by a 
„ Sign, to aſſure them that the Deſign of 
the two Kings ſhould come to nothing“ 
But to this I anſwer, That it's very true, 
that God had a Deſign thus to comfort A- 
HAZ and his People ; for the Prophet was 
certainly to aim at this upon his meeting 
AH AZ, v. 3z— 10. And the ſame may be 
ſaid of his making him the Offer of a Sg, 
v. 10, 11. But I deny, that he was hu 
to comfort him, after the Offer of a Sign 
was refus d; or if you will, when he gave 
out the Prophecy, v. 14, Sc. which we are 
conſidering, This is a Point which your 
Friend has not touch'd. 1 

It's obſerved, Pag. 41. that It is very 
„ conſiſtent for God to give Men Comfort, 
* as to one particular Evil, about which 
c they have preſent Apprehenſions, and 
&« yer to threaten them with another Evil ;” 
but then this latter Evil muſt not be of 
the ſame Nature with the former, no nor 
ſo terrible. Were we fearing the Power of 
France, what Comfort would it be for God 
to ſend a Prophet, 20 aſſure us by a Sign 
that the Deſign of France ſhould come to 
nothing; if he had it in his Commiſſion, to 
tell us at the ſame time, © This we may de- 

66 pend 


(53) 
& pend on, we ſhall certainly be given up 
into the Hands of the Spaniards.” As 
for the 7ews (believe it who can :) they 
were of a peculiar Make; and it was, no 
doubt of it, a mighty Comfort to them to 
be aſſured by a Sign, that the two Kings, 
their Enemies, ſhould not proſper in their 
Deſigns againſt them; but that he Lord 
would bring upon them Days of Trouble 
and Diltrets that had not come from the 
Day that Ephraim departed from Judah; 


even the King of Aſſyria, v. 17. and that 
he ſhould impoveriſh the Land, and make it 
delolate; inſomuch that their Vineyards 


which then were at a conſiderable Rent, 
ſhould be overgrown with Briars and 
Thorns, and be worth nothing. What had 
they to fear beyond this, from the two 
Kings their Enemies? 

Much the ſame thing is ſaid, Pag. 39. a- 


bout MAHER-SHALAL-HASH=-BAZ, as we 
have in the Grounds, Pag. 4.1. but of this 
I have given an Account, Letters, Pag. 75. 
and no notice being taken of what I have 


there ſaid, I ſhall only obſerve, from the 
Literal Expoſition of two Prophecies, &c. 
9 10. that we may reaſonably 

* RIAH the Prieſt, and ZECHARIan the 
„ Son of JEBERACHIAH, were called to 
«+ teſtify and record ſo wonderful, and 
6 remarkable, and ſurprizing a l 
. as 


uppoſe the two faithful Witneſſes, U- 
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TR 
& [as this, that the Meſſiah ſhou'd be born 


of a Virgin] and to record the ſign given. 


1 to evince the Truth of it,” [that before 
MAHER-SHALAL-HASH-BAEZ fſhowd 
have knowledge to cry my Father and my 
Mother, the tiches of Damaſcus, and the 
ſpoil of Samaria, ſhou'd be carried away 
before the King of Aſſytia.] Theſe were 
things worth being recorded by two ſuch 
faithful Witneſſes. And thus the Prophecy 


in Iſa. viii. is to the fame purpoſe with this 


in Ch. vii. See Letters, p. 76. 77. 
Another thing offer'd in defence of the 


Aſſertion; that the Virgin's conceiving and 


bearing a Son, Was not a ſign given to com- 
fort An AZ, by aſſuring him that the de- 
ſign of the two Kings ſhou'd come to no- 
thing, is the impropriety of this Sign to 
this purpole.” Letters, p. 69— 79. For, 

1. There's nothing extraordinary in it. 
„The Prophet offers (ver. 12.) to con- 
firm his words by a Miracle; but there's 
* no Miracle in a young Woman's con- 
ceiving and bearing a Son in the ordina- 
ry way: marvellous indeed is this Work, 
the Conception and bearing a Child; but 
** nature is daily producing it, that a Man 
may gueſs that a young Woman ſhall 
% conceive and bear a Son within a Year 
„or two, and gueſs right without Inſpira- 


«« tion.” Upon this I am charg'd with 


arguing againſt, and ridiculing the expreſs 
. word 


n 
word of God, and that alſo by falſifymg of 
it, when I ſay, marvellous is this Work, 
the Conception and bearing a Chip! 
when the word of God ſays a Son. But 
your Friend miſtakes the matter, in ſuppoſing 
that I ſpeak by way of ridicule. And how, 
I beſcech you, do I falſify the word of God, 
in ſaying a CHILD? I own that that ſays 4 
Son, Iſa. vii. 14. But the place I expreſly 
refer d to was, Pal. cxxxix. 13. 
He is pleas'd to obſerve, that © it wou'd 
have been more juſt in it ſelf, and more 
becoming a regard to the Bible, to take 
the Fact as there related, and to obſerve 
upon it that no one cou'd tell with cer- 
tainty, except miraculouſly, firſt, that 
a young Woman, or Virgin, ſhou'd in a 
«© ſhort time concezve a Child; and ſe- 
«« condly, that that Child ſhould be a Male, 
« and live a certain time.? But have I 
not own'd, Letters, p. 71. that a Man 
can't certainly foretel theſe things, ex- 
cept miraculouſly ? how then does it ap- 
pear that I do not take the Fact as related 
in the Bible? But to bring this matter to 
ſome Iſſue ; is it poſſible that you, or any 
other, who ſeriouſly conſiders it, ſhou'd 
really think, that the foretelling ſuch things 
as theſe is a ſufficient Proof of a Perſon's 
| Inſpiration ? Can any mortal imagine that 
the telling ſuch an obſtinate Unbeliever as 
Anaz, that a young married W ons. 
not 


a * * 
1 . - 5 - - 
"_—_— — — _— — * — — . 
. - - « * + we — —- = 
- . K . — — * 4 
N — * 2 : 3 f 4 wade 
Seat — a * . DA "4 „ 4 _ 2 * — 2 7 ef 2&2 —— — 
a d oy hhnay—__ — r 3 . — — — CE PR ©: * — —_— — —œ 
- — - 4 hy ah 2 PA F >... , —_—— Cn AFC gp rr a [gp * —— — * n „„ Lb \ — 3 — —_——_ cc 
on 2 - i — . 2 > ©” - E ——— at's Me . td, 4 's = 5 1 — a. oa if * 5 — — — — — * = — - 3 
. 8 * ad 2 1 2 2 r *F 7 ” 3 cites «77 "her * — - - \ 
* * ng", — 27 * r id - —_ a 
„„ "gi. nr * p C 
1 . f "I * 7 8 72 7 . - 
ol bed g 


_— _— 
r 


4 

NR 

$3 
1 
4 * 
= 
s 4 
; 

l £5 

pf | 
, . 
5 

© 
BY ©: 
Ty | 

„ 
* 

* 
' 
* 
155 
= 
$3; 
*%% 
E 
N 
115 
: 4 
1 
© ! 
Þ 
2 

7 

1 
48" 

4X 

1 
A 

# 
! 
F 

E 

| 
s + 

. 

9 
1 
.N 

1. 
$ 

4 
C 
' 


* E 
— . and 


1 


n — — — 22 - 


worn alk it 
LEE Ea * Pond 
—— 


| 


1 | 
(not mentioning the particular Perſon, nor 
fixing the time) ſhou'd have a Son, who 
ſhou'd live to ſuch Years, ſhou'd convince 
him of the truth of a former Prediction ? 


When Ana z gave no credit to the Prophet, 
tho he offer'd to confirm the words he then 
. fpake by any Miracle that ſhou'd be fix'd 


on, who cou'd expect any other, than that 


he and his Courtiers ſhou'd laugh at the 


Prophet for his Folly, or turn away from 


him in a rage, for arguing with him in ſuch 


a manner as this? Sir! the Lord him- 
“ ſelf ſhall give you a Sign, that none of 
the words that I have ſpoken ſhall fall to 
the ground in vain ; a Sign that there's 
no ſtanding againſt, for a young married 


„Woman ſhall have a Son ſome time or o- 


ther; and before this Child ſhall know to re- 
«« fuſe the Evil and chuſe the Good, the Land 


of your Enemies ſhall be forſaken of both 


« her Kings,” a certain Remedy for A- 
HAZ'S Unbelief! [See the Liter. Expoſ. p. 
15-] I agree with your Friend, p. 42. to 


take the Text of the Bible as we find it ; 
bur I ſee no reaſon for repreſenting any Paſ- 


ſages in it as ridiculous, when we may 
make good Senſe of thoſe Paſſages, and 
ſhew that they are pertinent to the occaſion 

of their being deliver'd. | 
L added, 2. That this Sign, as taten 
„ in your Senſe, is not at all ſuited to the 
*« Circumſtances that AHA z and his People 
were 


(57) 
% were in, Letters, p. 72. for that which 
& they wanted was Relief and Comfort un- 
der their preſent Fears and Diſtreſs. This 
your Friend ſeems to admire at: As if 
[ſays he, p. 42.] a Szez given to fall out 
* within a Year's time, of relief to hap- 
ce pen ſoon after to the People to whom 
the Jzgn was given, was nor ſited to 
«+ the preſent Circumſtances of theſe Peo- 
ple.“ But to this J anſwer, 1. It does not 
appear that this Sign was to fall out within 
a Year's time, For no time at all is fix'd 
for the young Woman's conceiving and bear- 
ing a Son. 2. There is no Proof that the 
Relief wou'd happen ſoon after to the Peo- 
ple. For all that is promis'd is, that it 
ſhou'd be before the Child (as you take it 
not then born) ſhou'd know how to refuſe 
the Evil, and chuſe the Good. And this 
cou'd never eaſe the Minds of thoſe whoſe 
Enemies [as your Friend repreſents the 
I Story, . 39] had invaded their Land. 
1 Its obſerv'd, p. 42. that this Sig to fal! 
bout withina Year's time, of relief to hap- 
pen ſoon after, is not to be parallel with 
a Sign which has no relation to the pre- 
' ſent Diſtreſs, and 1s not to take effeft till 
eight hundred Tears after the Generation 
to whom it is given is dead, p. 42. But 
what is all this to me? For according to 
my notion of things, both /ig Sign and 
that may juſtly be artack'd for their 7mpro- 
H prey ; 
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658) 
priety; and therefore I cannot think that 
either of them was intended as a Sign to the 
purpoſe that hath been mention'd. Ir is the 
Senſe of this that hath led me to fix the 
Sign here ſpoken of, not in the YVzregwm's, 
or any young Woman's, concetuving and bear- 
ing à Con, 3 in this, ver. 16. before the 
Child fhall know to refuſe the Evil and 
echuſe the Good, the Land that thou ab. 
horreſt ſhall be forſaken of both her Kings. 
And this I look upon as a Sign of the Ac- 
compliſhment of the Prediction in v. 14. 
Behold a Virgin ſhall conceive and bear a 
Son, and thou ſhalt call his Name I M- 
MANUEL. : ls 5 
By the Child, ver. 16. I underſtand 
SHEAR-JASHUB, whom I ſuppole to have 
been preſent, and that the Prophet made it 
appear either by pointing, or ſome other 
way, that he refer'd to him. To this your 
Friend objects, that SHEA R- JAS HUB 
« does not appear to accompany his Father 
on this occaſion, and that if he did ac- 
* company his Father, he is excluded 
from being the Child meant in the plaineſt 
« manner. For the words of the Prophet 
are, Behold a Virgin ſhall conceive and 
hear a Son, and before the Child, [that 
is the Child to be born of a Virgin, ac- 
_ «© cording to the immediate preceding re- 
ative, there being not the leaſt ground 
to correct the Prophet I's Alan's Gram- 
a6 mar 


(59) . 
„ mar and Context, by a mere imaginary 
«« ſuppoſition of IS AIAH's leaving fo im- 


* 
cc 
cc 


A 


SHEAR-JASHUB, to be found out by 
Conjecture, in oppoſition to the plain 
*« grammatical Senſe, and that a ſuppoſi- 
& tion, of ſuch a nature, as if allow'd and 
applied, whenever Men have Purpoſes 
to ſerve, will confound the Senſe of any 


* 


* 


Book whatſocyer] ſhall know to refuſe 


La 


the Evil and chuſe the Good, the Land 


* 


both her Kings,” p. 40. But give me 

leave to obſerve in anſwer, _ 
1. That Is AT AH had an expreſs Order to 

take 8SHEAR-JAs Hus along with him, 


when he went to meet AH AZ, ver. 3. and, 


for ought that appears to the contrary, all 
that paſsd between An AZ and the Pro- 
phet was at one meeting, and if ſo, there's 
no reaſon to think any other than that 
SHEAR-JASHUB was preſent at the deli. 
very of this Paſſage. We read indeed, 
ver. Io. moreover the Lord ſpake again 


[Heb. added to ſpeak] unt Anaz; that 


is, he gave the Prophet Inſtructions to ſay 
ſomething mor@to him: But there's no rea- 
ſon at all to ſuppoſe that Is Al AH left A- 
HAZ to receive them. 


2. There was none more proper than 


SHEAR-JASHUB to be ſet before Anaz 
and his People, as the Child referr'd to in 
the Prediction before the Child ſhall know 


H 2 40 


portant a matter, as the pointing to 


that thou abhorreſt ſhall be for ſaken of 
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( 60 ) 
to refuſe the Evil and chuſe the Good, the 
Land that thou abhorreſt ſhall be forſaken 
F both her Kings. For they could neither 
{ce him nor hear his Name SH x a R-JaSHUB, 
[the Remnant ſhall return] without think- 
ing, theres one Prediction of ISALAH'S, 
the Captives ſhall return, hat has been ful- 
 FIPd; and this wou'd naturally lead them 


to reaſon, therefore we may fully expect 


the accompliſhment of the other. 


3. If the Prophet referr'd to a Child to 


be born, and for whoſe Birth no certain 
time was fix'd, it had been more natural to 
have ſaid, ſuch a thing ſhall be done before 
his Birth, than that it ſhall come to paſs 
before he ſhall know to refuſe the Evil and 


chuſe the good. This, ſay the Jews, 


ſuppoſes the Prophet to ſpeak of one who 


was born, tho not of years of Diſcretion. 


Sce SP ANHEIM'S Dubia Evang. Part. 1. 
Dub. xxxiv. | 
4. The underſtanding the words, ver. 


16. of the Son to be born of the Virgin, 


is to ſuppoſe that Is a1 AH does nothing but 
banter AHA Zz and his People who were in 
the utmoſt diſtreſs. For what is it but ban- 
ter, under a pretence of comforting them, 
to tell them, that the Land of their Ene- 
mies ſhou'd be forſaken of both its Kings, 
before a Child to be born, they cowd not 
ſay when, ſhou d know to refuſe the Evil 
and chuſe the Good ? what method of pro- 

cceding 


banal 'Of7 
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(61) 
ceeding cou'd be more abſurd ? what good 
End cou'd it anſwer ? 

MR. WuisToN in his Supplement 70 
the Literal Accompliſhment of Prophecies, 
p. 52. offers ſeveral Arguments to prove, 
nor, indeed, that the Prophet pointed to 
' SHEAR-JASHUB, but that He, and not 
IMMANUEL was the Youth referr'd {to, 
V. 16. give me leave to tranſcribe ſome of 
them. 1 
„ 1. The Reaſon why IS AIA N 
_ © was particularly commanded to take his 
+ Son SHEAR-JASHUB along with him, 
% Chap. vii. 3, when he was to go to meet 
„ AHaz, moſt naturally implies, that he 
was to have ſome particular ſhare in that 
** Meſſage. Yet he has no ſuch ſhare ar 
6 all, unleſs he be here meant by the Tonurh 
 HaNnNannas, he being no where elle 

mentioned afterwards in the wholeTrant- 
action. 9 
*« 2. The Youth here meant, was really 
ſuch a Youth as was almoſt arriv'd 
& at years of Diſcretion. For of ſuch the 
„word NAHEHAR here, in the Original, 
is moſt properly and generally uſed ; and 
„not of an Infant not yet born. Our 
„ Erglih Verſion indeed calls him a Child: 
and calls the great King expected a Chi/d 
« alſo, Ch. ix. 6. but the Original does not. 
„ TIMMANUE L is there {tiled Zeled,a little 
% Child, Chap. vii. 14 But SHEAR- 
. 5 ** JASHUB 


cs 


Cc 


cc 


cc 
40 


60 


„ 
JASHUB is never ſo ſtiled, nor cou'd 
he be ſo ſtiled in propriety of Speech. 


For 'tis plain, he was almoſt arriv'd at 
years of Diſcretion at this time: 


6 3. The Circumſtances of the Hiſtory 
will not bear it, that this Youth before 


* whoſe coming to years of Diſcretion, the 


two Kings wou'd be call'd out of Judea, 


* to defend their own Kingdom from the 
* Aſſyrian Invaſion, ſhou'd be meant of I M- 


.Cc 


cc 
66 
ce 
Ce 
( 
CT 
66 
«- 


cc 


MANUEL, one not yet conceiv'd. For 
if it had been he, the Term muſt have 


* been about fourteen years future : For ſo 


long time is neceſſary, in the opinion of 
the Jews, [Buxro R. Synag. Jud. p. 
112, 113.] and Experience ſhews the 
ſame in all other Nations, for one not 
yet conceiv'd to arrive at years of Diſ- 
cret ion, whereas that Term was over, 
and the Prophecy fulfilld in a ſingle 
Year, as the Chronology aſſures us. [2 


& Kings XV. 27. XVi 1. 9.] © Now to 


cc 
cc 

cc 
of 
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40 
66 


£6 


© ſuppoſe a Prediction to be given as 


a grand Comfort to an afflicted Na- 
tion, that within fourteen Years they 
ſhou'd be delivered ; while the accom- 
pliſhment was to be in one Year, 
is a very unaccountable Suppoſition, 
while the Age of SHEAR-JASHUB ex- 
actly agrees to the ſame Prophecy and 
its Accompliſhment.” 


663) 


Thus you ſee that there are at leaſt ſome 


probable Reaſons for the Suppoſition, that 


SHEAR-JASHUB was preſent, and that the 
Prophet referr'd to him in v. 16. And 
whereas you paraphraſe the Text in this 
manner, Before the Child to be born of the 
Virgin ſhall know, Sc. it can't be ſaid that 
we ſtrain it beyond what the Prophet's 
words and Grammar will bear, in paraphra- 
ſing it as follows, before the Child in my 


hand, SHEA R- J ASH UB, ſhall know, Sc. 
As for the Charge of making uſe of a 


Method which will ſerve 20 confound the 
Senſe of any Book what ſoever, it may be 


ſufficient to obſerve, that if I never act o- 
therwiſe than I have done in this Inſtance, 
it will appear, that all Iaim at, is to make 


the Author I am reading ſpeak as good Senſe 
as his words will bear, and to vindicate him 
from thoſe who would repreſent him as talk- 
ing ridiculouſly and abſurdly. And this, I 
think, is the beſt way of treating all Au- 


thors, whether Sacred or Profane. 


It is farther urg'd againſt me, that I 


% adyance a Scheme wholly remote from 


the ſubject Matter: For what (faith your 


Friend) can be more remote than this, 


« the Prophet ſays to Anaz, you Anaz, 


are afraid of your Enemies, but they 


« ſhall not ſucceed, and I will prove it to 


& you by a Sign. And upon AnaZz's re- 


*+ fuſing a Sign, the Prophet ſays, 7ou ſhall 


„% have 
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(64) 
* have a Sign; Behold, a Virgin ſhall 
* concerve, Sc. meaning, according to Mr. 
* Green,by thoſe words, Behold, a Virgin 
* ſhall conceive, W©c. no S7gn at all; but 
making that Conception, which is a Mat- 
ter wholly foreign to the Affair of Suc- 
** ceſs againſt the two Kings, to be the 
*+ thing ſignified; and the Succeſs againſt 
„ the two Kings, which was viſibly the 
thing to be ſignified, the Sign of an E- 
vent [not at all pertinent to the Matter] 


«© to happen ſeven hundred years after. 


This is manifeſtly to make the Prophet 
„ not talk ad idem, and to be guilty of 
the greateſt Incoherence and Rhapſody 
«© imaginable, and that in oppoſition to the 
„ plaineſt, moſt natural, and moſt coherent, 


« and moſt reaſonable Senſe imaginable, 


79 


& Pag. 49.” But a great deal of this is 
begging the Queſtion, and let the Cir- 
cumſtances mention'd in the Context be 
ſer in a juſt Light, and it will appear to 
have not the Colour of Argument, 

I freely own, that the Prophet was ſent 
to comfort AH AZ, and aſſure him by a 
Sigu that his Enemies ſhould not ſucceed 
againſt him. But I have evidently ſliewn, 
that after Anaz had refus'd the gracious 
Offer of a Sign to that Purpoſe, no other 
Sign was intended to be given him to the 
ſame End. It is therefore a Miſconſtruction 
of his words, The Lord ſhall give you a 

Sigu; 


(65) 
_ Sign; to ſay, that I will prove to you, 
« AHnaz, by a Sign, that your Enemies 
«ſhall not ſucceed againſt you,” for the 
Prophet had nothing like this in his View ; 
but ſpeaks of a Sign to another Purpoſe. 
| I therefore readily acknowledge, that I 
| don't underſtand him as talking ad idem; 
that is, I don't ſuppoſe that he is ſpeaking, 
Ter. 14, Sc. upon the ſame Subject as he 
Wuoas ſpeaking of before. And can any one 
think that theſe words, ver. 13. zs it a 
ſmall thing for you to weary Men, but 
Will ye weary my God alſo ? look like an 
Introduction to a Diſcourſe for the Com- 
fort of An z and his People, in aſſuring 
them by a Sign, that their Enemies ſhou'd 
not ſucceed againſt them? Or can it be 
ſuppos'd, that this is the Language of one 
thus comforting them, which we have, 
ver. 17? The Lord ſhall bring upon thee, 
and upon thy People, and upon thy Father's 
Houſe, days that have not come from the 
Day that EP HñHRAIM departed from Ju- 
dah, even the King of Aſſyria. It is no 
reflection on the Prophet, that he does not 
talk ad idem, when there appears ſufficient 
Reaſon for his diverting to another Subject. 
He had told AHA Zz and his People, ver. 9. 
that / they wou d not believe, ſurely they 
ſhou'd ot be eſtabliſped; and when they 
had given ſufficient Proof of their Unbelief, 
to have perſiſted in his deſign of — 
1 ing 
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ing them, in aſſuring them, by a Sign, that. 
their Enemies ſhou'd not ſucceed againſt 
them, had been to have acted in a direct Con- 
tradiction to that word. It's no juſt Objecti- 


on therefore againſt underſtanding the fbur- 


teenth Verſe, as ſpoken of the Conception 


and Birth of the Meſſiah, and againſt ma- 


king this to be the thing ſignified, that 274 
a matter wholly foreign to the Affair of 
Succeſs againſt the two Kings. For the 
Prophet had done with his deſign of aſſu- 
ring them, by a Sign, that the two Kings 
ſhou'd not ſucceed againſt them. But tho 
the thing ſignified, ver. 14. is foreign to 
this matter, the Sign of it is not: For the 
utter Ruin of the two Kings; and that in 
ſo little a time as before SHE AR-JASHUB 
fſhou'd know to refuſe the Evil, and chuſe 
the Good, is made the Sign of the Accom- 
pliſnment of this great Event, the Meſſiab's 
— born of a Virgin. This was not much 
to the Comfort of Af Az and his People, 
as I have ſhewn, becauſe of the Circum- 
ſtances that attended it. But there is that 
Wiſdom as in the Prediction, fo in the Sign 


given for its Accompliſhment, as abun- 
dantly ſerves to vindicate the Prophet ſpeak- 


ing in this manner from all Charge of In- 
coherence, Rhapſody, Sc. See Letters, 

p. 82—85- ps 
The Steps that introduce this perfettly 
wild and enthuſtaſtick Interpretation, op 
aid 


1 

ſaid to be fal/e in themſelves, and entirely 
without Foundation, p 49, 50. But your 
Friend has not ſeen fit, in this place, to 
give us an account of theſe Steps. Three 
things he offers upon this head. 1. There 
28 no Colour to make SHEARJASHUB the 
Child 22 Queſtion. 2. It 75 an expreſs 
Contradiction to the Text, to ſay, the Vir- 
gin's Conception and bearing a Son, i not 
the Sign given by the Prophet; and it is 
a Contradiction to all Interpreters. 3. To 
talk of the Jews, ſtaggering thro' Unbelief 
at the Promiſe that the Meſſiah ſhou'd be 
born of the Houſe of DA vio, iu the pre- 
ſent Circumſtances, (or, as I have put it, hen 
in ſuch melancholy Circumſtances) is in rea- 
tity to ſay any thing, &c. But the Reader 
cannot gather from theſe things the true 

Grounds of my Notion. . 
I have obſerv'd that no Sign was intend- 
ed to be given to AHA Z to aſſure him that 
his Enemies ſhou'd not ſucceed, after the 
gracious offer of a Sign to that purpoſe was 
refus d; and from hence I infer, ver. 14. 
Sc. muſt be to another purpoſe. I have 
likewiſe obſerv'd that if ſuch a Sign was to 
have been given, the Virgin conceiviug 
and bearing a Son was not at all proper to 
have anſwer'd that End, and no ways ſuta- 
ble to the Circumſtances of AH AZ and his 
People: and whereas it is not pretended 
that the Virgin's Conception, &c. is a Sign 
2 to 
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46 
to any other purpoſe; I infer from this, that 
we muſt fix the Sign in ſomething elle : 
and ſince the words will allow us to make 


the Virgins Conception and bearing a Son 


the thing ſignified, and the Lands being for. 


| Jaken within ſuch a time, the Sign of that 


thing; and ſince this Expoſition does not 
lie open to the Difficulties that atrend the 
common Interpretation of the Paſlage, it 
ſeems reaſonable to interpret it as I have 


done. Theſe are ſome of the Steps that 
have led me to the Interpretation I have 


fix don; but where's a word of theſe things 


in the account your Friend gives us of this 


matter? I need not therefore ſay much to 
the ſeveral particulars he mentions. 


As to the #7/}, about SHEA R-JASHUB, 
Town that I look on him to be he Child 
you of, ver. 16. and I have fairly au- 


wer'd your Friend's ObjeQions againſt it. 
I have likewiſe conſider'd what he has 
offer'd, ro prove my Expoſition to be a 


Contradiction to the Text. Interpreters, I 


own, are generally of another mind, but 

this is no Argument of my being in the 

Wrong, 4-34 
The Jews flaggering thro' Unbelief at 


the promiſe that the Meſſiah ſhowd be born 


to the Houſe of DAVID, Sc. is mention'd 
by me, p. 80. only to ſhew the ſutableneſs 


of renewing (or, if you will, making) the 


promiſe of his coming, and giving a * 
| for 
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( 69) 
for the performance of that Promiſe, and 
not as any Argument of the juſtneſs of my 
Expoſition. So that be that matter as it will, 
my Senſe of the place we are conſidering is 
no ways affected by it. To foretel that an 
IMMANUEL ſhould be born to the Houſe 
of Davip, muſt be reviving to the Ferw's 
in ſuch melancholy Circumſtances, and a 
Lirgn's conceiving and bearing a Son, was 
in it ſelf ſo incredible, that on that Ac- 
count, were there no other Reaſon, it 
might be proper to confirm the Prediction 
of it by a Sign. It requires more than a 
bold Affirmation, to perſuade us, that 
there was no notion of 4 Meſſhah known 
to the Jews, or to Is AIAH himſelf; but 
ſuppoſing the World had heard nothing of 
a Meſſiah before, Is AI AH might here ſpeak 
of him; and ſuppoſing he knew not 
the meaning of his own Prophecy, he 
might be moy'd to ſpeak in the manner he 
did, for the benefit of the Church in Aﬀer- 
Ages. Thus much is certain, that the 
Jeu at that Time muſt think he ſpake of 
an extraordinary Perſon; this they muſt 
infer from his being INM MANUEL, andthe 
looking upon this, he Lands being for ſa- 
len of hoth her Kings within ſuch @ time, 
together with he troubles that they met 
with from the Aſſyrians, as a Sign of his 
Birth, muſt be ſome Comfort and Support to 
them, even tho they did not run ſo wa 

their 


3 
their thoughts, as to take him for the 
Meſſiah. = 
I have obſerv'd, p. 77. that as ST. MA r- 
THEW applies this Prophecy, every Cir- 
cumſtance agrees. This may be conſider'd 
as obviating Objections againſt the literal 
Expoſition of it, rather than as a direct Ar- 
gument for the Proof of ſuch Expoſition ; 
and take it in this Senſe every thing your 
Friend hath ſaid againſt ir, will admit of 
an eaſy anſwer. 154 

As to the firſt of theſe Circumſtances, 
Max xis being a pure Virgin, who knew not 
a Man, there is no good Argument pro- 
duc d from the Context to ſhew, that 
| Tsa1an was not ſpeaking of ſuch an one. 
"Tis ſaid, p. 44. that ſhe was immediately 
to Conceive ; but the Proof of this is 
wanting, and that ſhe did naturally conceive 
aSon[MAHER-SHALAL-HASH-BAZ] 
zs is related in Is AI AH: But I have ſhewn, 

P. 75, Sc. that he was not the Son ſpoken 
of, Ch. vii. 14. It don't appear, by the uſe 
of the original word Almah thro'out the 
Old Teſtament, that IS AIAH ſpeaks only 
of a young Woman. For allowing what 
ſeveral of the Learned deny, that Almah 
in ſome places ſignifies a young Woman, 
who is not a Virgin, yet it muſt be own'd, 
that it may be taken as ſignifying a pure 
Virgin, and if ſo, it may be thus underſtood 
in this place. I ſhall not diſpute whether 

| Max y 
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Mary, the Mother of JESUS was the 
only Virgin who conceiv'd without the In- 
tervention of Man; for ſuppoſing ſhe was 

| not, it cannot be thence inferr'd, that this 

| Prophecy did not agree to her, and in its 

literal Senſe. 8 

; We cannot ſay what Notion the antſent 

| Feu might have of this Prophecy. They 

. who liv'd ſince the Birth of Jes us having 

heard that he was born of a Virgin, and 

that this Paſſage was applied to him, might 

| think it a Conceſſion too much in favour 

F-: of Chriſtianity to refer it to the Meſſiabh. 

As for what is added, p. 44, 45. for the 
ſake of your other Adverſaries, I am not 
concerned in it; for I do not with them 
make the Virgin's Conception a Sign. 
As for the ſecond Circumſtance, J x sus's 
being Immanuel, I have ſhewn, p. 76. that 

there's no reaſon to ſpeak of I's a 1an's Son 
as an IMMANUEL: But the only thing it 
concerns me to prove is this, that Jesus 
might properly beſo call'd. For let the name 
agree to as many as you pleaſe, if it alſo 
agreed to him, this Prophecy might be lite- 
rally true of him. And ſuppoſing it /zen:fied 
in [ſaiah oN Lx [that is properly] a Sign 

, God's aſſiſtance, as your Friend obſerves, 

p. 45. was not the Birth of Jesus a Sign 
of this Nature? was it not a Token of 
God's Good-w3ll to Men? What Objection 
is it to this, to ſuggeſt that it was the Birth 
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(32) 


and Preſence of God himſelf? for when is 
there more Reaſon to expect the divine 


Aſſiſtance, than when God comes and 
dwells among Men upon the Earth? 

As to the third Circumſtance that, I/. ix. 
16. agrees to JE Sus. I ſhall only ſay that if 
that Paſſage no ways refers to the Son of 
the Virgin, we have no occaſion to diſpute 
whether it agreed to JE Sus or not; and if 


it does refer to that Son, its agreement to 
HEZ EKIAA, or to whomſoever you pleaſe, 
is no Argument that it might not properly 


and literally be underſtood of JE Sus. | 
Thus I think I have conſider'd all that is 


material which your Friend hath offerd in 
Defence of your Expoſition of this Pro- 


phecy, or Oppoſition to mine. 

I have obſery'd, p. 85. that if you 
% or others ſhou'd raiſe Objections againſt 
« it, which T may not be able to anſwer, 
the Cauſe of Chriſtianity is ſecure againſt 
« all your Attempts, _ Suppoſition, that 

e the Senſe of this 


« place, which ſeems to me the moſt na- 


K 


«« tural Senſe; or that ſome other may be 


& found out, if this will not ſerve, to juſti- 


« fy ST. MaTTHEWS's Application of 
e this Prophecy.” Nothing is ſaid to this 


Sentence as it ſtands in the Letter. Bur 


your Friend has here and there given us 


ſome pieces of it; and thus *tis become the 
Subject of ſeveral Animadverſions. : 
ä 


48 
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Its beginning and end are thus tack'd to- 
gether. ** If his Senſe of the place ſhowd 
** have ſuch Objections raisd againſt it, 
* as he may not be able to anſwer, ſome 


other Senle may be found out, &c.“ 


And it is ſaid, that © this implies a diſtruſt 
** at leaſt of his own Explication, if it 
does not imply Guilt in propoſing it;“ 
that is, ſuch a diſtruſt as gives ſome ſuſpicion 
of Guilt. But might it not more charita- 
bly have been faid, that © it implies a di- 
ſtruſt of his own Abilities ?? For how 
does it appear, that I have any diſtruſt of 
my own Explication, when I profeſs that 


it ſeems to me the molt natural Senſe. 


Tour Friend is pleas'd to add, that it 
& alſo implies him to be a mere Advocate, 
* and to make uſe of any ſhifts without 
regard to the Evidence of things for 
** ſeventeen hundred Years paſt, to ſup- 
*« pole a Senſe may yet be found out to 
«« ſerve his purpoſe ; and it makes his Ad- 
« verlaries in poſſeſſion of /eemzng Truth, 


aas things have always ſtood, and ſtand at 


6 preſent,” p. 33. Bur how do I act as 
a mere Advocate, in propoſing that which 


ſeems to me the moſt natural Senſe of the 


place ? whar ſignifies it how old a miſtaken 


Interpretation is? And what ſeeming Truth 


is it that I make my Adver ſaries in poſſeſ- 
ſion of ? Is it this, that ST. MaTTHEW S 
Application of this Prophecy in the literal 

K Senſe 


(74) 
Senſe is abſurd and ridiculous, becauſe he 
applies that to one which belongs to ano- 
ther? This cannot be faid, upon the Suppo- 
ſition that the Senſe 1 have given may 
poſſibly be the Senſe of the place ; or that 
ST. MATTHEW can ever be juſtified : 
No, ſuppoſing what I have ſuppos'd, all 
the Truth my Adverfaries can be faid to 
be in the poſſeſſion of, is this, That as for 
ST. MATTHEW, he may be in the right; 


we cannot fay there's any abſurdiry in his 


Application of this Paſſage, Behold a Vir- 
gin, &c. in a literal Senſe, to the Vir- 
gin Mary. We cannot indeed fee the Rea- 


{ons upon which he acted, and fo fully 
= but who knows what Time 


juſtify 
may produce ? There's room to hope for 
it. Ir is not prov'd that it refers to a young 
Woman in the days of Anaz. 85 
„Can any thing (ſays your Friend, 
p. 51) be leſs modeſt than to affirm that 
to be the moſt natural Senſe of a place, 


** which is ſo manifeſtly repugnanr to the 


„Text, and which he gives as wholly 
„new, and which he ſays may have Ob- 
& jections made to it which he may not 
abe able to anſwer.” But it may be ſuf- 
ficient to obſerve, that the repugnance to 
the Text is not ſhewn, or at leaſt I 


cannot ſee it. The Novelty of this Senſe 
is no juſt Objection againſt it. And having 


"now fſuſtain'd a furious Attack from a ve- 
| ry 


( 75 ) 


ry learned Gentleman, forgive me what is 


paſt, Tle no more offend, by ſpeaking of 


Objections to it, I cannot anſwer. 
But ** ST. MATTHEW has hereby a De- 


«+ fence made for him, which may be very 


remote, and perhaps never come, or ra- 
*© ther no Defence at all, and is left ex- 


« posd to an inſuperable Objection, or 


Objection that cannot be anſwer' d,“ p. 5 2. 
How this matter ſtands, we may ſee from 
conſidering the Charge brought againſt S r. 
MarTTHEwW. And is it not this, that he 


you that to the Virgin MA R , the Mo- 
t 


er of JE Sus, which, as it ſtands in 1/aiah, 


relates to a young Woman in the days of 


AHAZZ ? But how can it be ſaid that he 
has no Defence made for him in anſwer to 
this Charge, upon the Suppoſition that the 
Senſe I have given may poſſibly be the 
Senſe of the place; or that ſome other may 
be found out to juſtify him in his literal 
Application? for the ſupporting of this 
Charge deſtroys both theſe Suppoſitions. 

To put an end to this Head, one had 
need be very certain and poſitive indeed of 
the Truth of a particular Explication of a 
place, to hu, whole Chriſtianity upon it, 


and to ſay, if this be fo, Chriſtianity is 


«* inincibly eſtabliſbd; but if not, then 
« zs Chriſtianity falſe.” I did not think 
it became me thus to ſpeak concerning my 
Explication of this Paſſage in 1/azah ; but 

Fe . 1 choſe 


1 5 
choſe rather to expreſs my ſelf to this pur- 
poſe: It /eems to me the moſt natural 
« Senſe of this place; but the Cauſe of 
« Chriſtianity is ſecure againſt all your 
& Attempts, if J have done no more than 
* barely vindicated ST. MAT THE w, from 
Y the Charge brought againſt him of ap- 
*© plying that to one Perſon which belongs 
to another, ſo that the Sex/* that I have 
&« given, may Poſſibly be the Senſe of this 
© Place; Or, if I have carried the matter 
no farther than this, the ſhewing that 
there is no abſurdity in ſuppoſing that 
5 this Prophecy may be literally applied 
&« to the Virgin MAR (for it cannot be 
& prov'd to belong to any other) and 
_ «« conſequently that we may hope to have 
& it ſo ſet before us in all its Circum- 
+ ſtances, tho it be not done at preſent, 
as that every one ſhall ſee the reaſona- 
&« bleneſs of ſo plying it, and 7uſtrfy 
*« ST. MATTHEW in ſuch Application.” 
But I come to the four other Prophecies 
you have mention'd _ 
As to the fir/? of theſe, our of Egypt 
have I call'd my Lon, the Charge . 1 
againſt me is this, that © I ſay that the 
* Paſſage is not quoted as a Prediction 
% of a future Event,” [Letters, p. 91. 
And to aggravate this Charge, it is obſerv'd, 
p. 53. that I fay this in oppoſition to 
+* moſt Interpreters, and particularly ” 
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« the learned Mr. PIERC E.“ But why 
ſhou'd your Friend ſpeak of this when he 
cannot but know, that you, as well as I, 


regard Interpreters no farther than their 
Interpretations ſeem to be ſupported by 
Reaſon ? It's to the purpoſe indeed to tell 


me that I oppoſe ST. M a TTHE w himſelf. 
And 'tis certain that he ſaith, that Je sus 
was in Egypt till the death of HER op, 
that it might be fulfilPd which was ſpoken 
of the Lord by the Prophet, ſaying, out 
of Egypt have Icall'd my Son, Mat. ii. 1 5. 
Bur to account for this, I obſerv'd that the 
very next quotation of ST. MaTTHEw's 
from the Old Teſtament is no Prophecy, 
In Rama was there a Voice heard, &c. 
and yet that is applied to an Event that 
then happen'd, and introduc'd with a 7hen 
was fulfill d; but no notice is faken of 
this. I alſo mention'd two other Paſſages 
of the ſame Nature, the one in Jam. ii. 23. 
and the other in oh. xviii. 9. which may 
be ſaid to give at leaſt ſome Countenance to 
my Interpretation of the place now before 


us: But theſe are alſo paſs'd over. 


It is ſaid indeed, p. 34. that I con- 
found all manner of certainty in reſpect 
to Sr. MATTHEW $ Intention, when 


I fay, p. 91. The Queſtion is, what is 


«© meant by being fulfill d? Mie tall, it's true, 
„, the fulfilling Prophecies: But may 
not other Things, other Words, other 

0 Paſſa- 
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(78) 
*© Paſſages in the Old Teſtament, be ſaid to 
« be fulfilld, beſides the Prophecies or 
«© Predittions of future Events?” But 
here I ſhall only obſerve, that it may be ſuf- 
ficient for our Direction as to this matter, 
firſt to conſult the Old Teſtament, and con- 
ſider whether the Paſſages quoted be as they 
there ſtand, Prophecies or Hiſtories, and 
then to proceed according to the following 
Rule. If the Paſſages quoted are Prophe- 


_ cies [like that we have been conſidering, 


Behold aVirgin ſhall conceive and bear a 


Son] the Words [this was done that it 


might be fulfill d, or then was fulfill d 
which was ſpoken by the Prophets] are to 


be underſtood as intending the proper ac- 


compliſhment of ſuch Prophecies; but if 
the Paſſages are Hiſtories [like theſe, out 


/ Egypt have I called my Son; in Rama 


was there a Voice heard, &c.) we may 


rather think no more is deſign'd than a 


reſemblance in the two Caſes, or that the 
Apoſtle is merely accommodating fuch Paſ- 
ſages of the Old Teſtament to the things 
he is ſpeaking of 
The Author of the Literal Expoſition 


of two Prophecies, has attempted to prove, 


that this Paſſage, out of Egypt have J 
call'd my Son, as it ſtands in Ho/. xi. 1. is 
a real Prophecy : if this be prov'd, accord- 
ing to the Rule above given, ST. MA r- 
THE W is certainly to be underſtood as 1 
| | tend- 


1 
tending its proper Accompliſliment. Mr. 
PIERCE alſo has a Diſſertation to the ſame 
purpoſe. I have no room for the Confide- 
ration of this matter, and indeed it is not 


neceſſary that I enter into it, for the Cauſe 


of Chriſtianity is ſecur'd, and ST. Mar- 
THE W vindicated, which is all I aim ar, 
if either of their Notions of this place be 


well grounded. And the Caſe I think is 


the ſame if their -Notions ſhou'd fail, and 
if what I have offer'd may be ſupported. 


As to the next of the Prophecies you 


| have cited, JEsus's dwelling at Nazareth, 


that it might be fulilld which was ſpoken 
by the Prophets, he ſhall be calld a Naza- 


rene. It's very true, as your Friend ob- 
ſerves, p. 53. that I have own'd that none 
of the Prophets have ſo much as intimated 
that the Meſſiah was to dwell at Nazareth. 


From hence he infers, that there's 20 foun- 
dation for ſuppoſing a literal Accompliſh- 
ment of a Prophecy. But this Inference 


falls, if we ſuppoſe, as we may with Rea- 
ſon ſuppoſe, that the Prophecy referr'd to 
was one reſpecting the mean and deſpicable 


ſtate of JESUS, as that in I/. liii. 3. be 
is deſpiſed and rejected of Men, &c. for 


as that Prophecy was literal, ſo it was li- 
terally accompliſh'd, and by this means 
among others, His dwelling at Nazareth: 


for this gave occaſion for the calling him 
a Nagarene; a Name than which there 
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was not any more reproachful that his Ene 

mies cou d give him. = 
As to the Prophecy of MarLacui con. 

cerning the coming of ELI] AH, apply'd 

in the New Teſtament to JohN the Bap- 
tiſt. It is faid, p. 54. that 7 yield up 

* the Point to you, becauſe I allow, that 

*« the Apoſile quits the literal Senſe of the 

«© Prophet, and has recourſe to the myſti- 
[ «+ cal Senſe:“ that is, becauſe I do not un- 
| derſtand the words as a Prophecy, that 
1 EL IIA ſhou'd come in Perſon, but inter- 
i pret them of Joan the Baptiſt. But if 
| this gives you any Pleaſure, you may freely 


enjoy it. I ſhall only obſerve here, that 
your Friend hath follow'd you in not at- 
| rempting to prove, that there's any thing 
| unnatural and abſurd in this Expoſition, 
| which I have ſhewn to be reaſonable, Let. 
| ters, p. 88, 89. 
| As to the laſt of the Prophecies, that in 
| Ila. vi. g, 10. I obſerv'd, that ſuppoſing it 
| relates, in the literal Senſe, to the obſtinate 
Jews in ISA1aH's time, that it might alſo 
relate, and in the ſame Senſe, to thoſe who 
liv dd in the time of JESUS. But your 
Friend aſſerts, that there's a Limitation 
& of it, to be met with in the Prophet 
« himſelf, to a time to expire long before 
« TE$USs came into the World.“ What 
this Limitation is, or in what part of the 
Chapter to be found, we are not told. It's 
ſufficient 


£ 
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ſufficient that GR oT1us thus underſtands 
the place, and that Biſhop KID DER men- 
tions it among ſome Inſtances of Accom- 
modation, Leiter, p. 54. But methinks, it 
trys the Temper of an Enquirer after 
Truth, when he is expecting an Argument, 
to be put off with an Authority, or, in 
other words, to be told, that he muſt be- 


lieve this or that to be true for ſuch a great 


Man aſſerts it. Were I to take the like 


Method. I might obſerve that Fortrius 


makes the Prophecy to extend to even the 
Times after JIESUs, and that the Reve- 


rend Father CON NELIUS CORNELILI A 


LAPI DE is of the ſame mind, and mentions 
ST. HIEROM, BAS IL. CVRIL, HavNno, 
and RUPERT, as ſpeaking the ſame Senſe. 
But what good purpoſe wow'd this lerve ? 
wou'd it make youor any one of my Readers 


one jot the wiler ? However let us hear 


what your Friend's Authorities have to 
Jay. g | Sg | 
As for Biſhop KID DER, he as much 


countenances my Notion as he does yours, 


for he tells us in another place, Part ii. 
P. 28. that the Infidelity of the Jews 
«« [who reject Chriſtianity ] was foreſeen and 
foretold,.“ and he ſays in ſo many 


+ words, in them is fu the Prophecy 


„ of ISAlan. which faith, by hear- 


* 2g ye ſhall hear, and ſhall not un- 


Ader ſtaud, &c.” And as for Gxorlus, 
N he 
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he is fully of my Opinion. In his Notes 


indeed upon 1/2. vi. 11. where, the Pro- 
pher, having put the Queſtion, Lord how 
long ? [how long ſhall this Hardneſs and 
Infidelity of the Jews continue?] is an- 
{wer'd, until the Cities be waſied without 
Tnhabitant, and the Houſes without Man, 


and the Land be utterly deſolate; G Ro- 
Tius thus explains it, © they ſhall be 


„ rebellious till SENACHER1B ſhall lay 


„ waſte all the Land;” and here he ſeems 
to limit it to a time to expire long before 


JEsus came into the World. But he re— 
ters us to what he ſays on Mat. xiii. 14. 
where the Paſſage is quoted ; and there he 
tells us, that it was ſo ſpoken by IS ALAN 
concerning the Men of his time, as that 
the ſame words ſhould be more fully ac- 
complith'd in the Fews, who ſhou'd re- 
je& Jesus, than it was in thoſe who liv'd 
in the days of Isalan; and that Chriſt 
ſeems purpolely to expreſs himſelf in the 
manner he does, uſing the word avanan7rar, 
it is fulfilling, not dvan:mingwrai, it is ful» 
filled, becauſe the fulfilling of that ſaying 
in the Jews had a length of Time, their 
Malice increaſing more and more, and 
breaking out more openly, from the coming 


of Chriſt, to the deſtruction of the Tem- 
pe: It is plain then, that were there a- 


undantly more in theſe Authorities than 
there is, this matter wou'd not be deter- 


8 min'd 
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min'd in your Favour. Nothing is ſaid in 


anſwer to what I have offer'd from the Con- 


text, to ſupport the Senſe which I have gi- 
ven of this place. It ſeems needleſs there- 
fore here to enter into the farther Conſide- 
ration of it. 

I might take notice of another place in 


Grotius, which is not exactly repreſented, 


and that is his Notes upon J½/. ix. 6. of 
which, Letter, p. 45. for it ought to have 
been obſerv'd, that tho Gr o T1u s ſuppoſes 
the words to have fome reference to H E- 
ZEKIAH, yet he tells us at the ſame time, 
that * it's allow'd not only by the Chriſ- 
* tians, but by the Chaldee Paraphraſt, 
„ that the things there mention'd be- 
long much more cminently to the 
„% Meſſiah;” which is not very different 
from what I have ſaid, 5p. 78. that 
they are things evidently too high for 
„ MAHER-SHALAL-HASH-BAZ, HEZ E- 
«© KIAH, or any other Perſon of that Age, 
and might ſtrictly be {aid of JESUS on- 
% ly.“ But inſtead of attacking 19027 
Friend, it may ſeem more proper for me 
to defend my ſelf, for I am charg'd, p. 59. 
with perpetual miſrepreſentations of Per- 


fons and things, in return for what I have 


faid, in fix Inſtances, about your miſrepre- 
icnting the Authors you cite. 

That which your Friend makes the firſt 
of theſe Iuſtances, is about the. Diſicul. 
ties that Dean PRIDE AUX ſpeaks of in. 

ES relation; 


(84) 


relation to the Prophecy of DANIEL's 
Weeks, Letters, p. 22. this is fairly given 
up, and I am honourably acquitted, my 
Adverſary being Judge, p. 57. 
The like may be ſaid of his Forth, p. 58. 
Of this I had only a marginal Note, 
[This is the Character not of FESTus, 
but of AGRIPPA, p. 5.] not making the 
leaſt Reflection upon you for it: and what 
is it to me that the Miſtake was corrected 
in the ſecond Edition of your Book ? For 
I had never ſeen that Edition before | pub- 
I:{h'd the Leiters. There is another mar- 
ginal Note, p. 4. [The An el ſpeaks not to 
MAR x, but to Jos EH] your tr:e7d might 
as well have mention'd this, and then we 
had had a /eventh Inſtance; but it un- 
luckily happens, that there's the ſame 
Miſtake in the con Edition as in the 
1 
As to his ſecond Inſtance, . 57. I only 
deſire to know whether it be far Dealing 
with Dean PRIDEAUX, to bring in ſome 
words of his about [rterpol:tions in the 
Holy Scriptures, and to infer from them, 
that it ſhou'd ſeem that many of the 
*« prophetical Paſſages with their Comple- 
tions have been added,” [as *Dz/c. p. 137] 
and to ſay nothing of a material Circum- 
ſtance, meution'd by this Authority, rela- 
ting to thele Iuterpolatious [that they 
were made by the Direction of the Holy 
| Ghoſt] 
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Ghoſt] which Circumſtance evidently ſhews 
that there's no Reaſon for that Inference. 

In the next Quotation, the Letter un- 
fortunately refers us to Orig. Sacræ, |. ii. 
+ C.6. F. 16. and there we are told, that 
k Miracles are ſufficient Evidences of 
: * divine Revelation, in any whom God 
b «& imploys, to all but /ach as are reſolved 
0 « not to believe them.“ And the Author 
1 is at large arguing againſt the Maxim of 
C MariMoNIDES: The Iſraelites did not 
= believe in MosEs our Maſter, for the 
- | Jake of the Miracles which he wrought. 
) But the place referr'd to in the *D2ſcour/e, 
p. 32. is Lib. ii. cap. 5. n. 7. And 'tis as 
to this, that your worthy Friend is pleas'd 
to ſpeak in this manner, p.58. © I don't 
< pretend to help his Eyes, or his Under- 
* ſtanding, but for others I refer them to 
the Section you cite, which is wholly 
« grounded on the Suppoſition, that Mira- 
| cles are no Demonſtrations.” But what 
is there in this Section to this purpole ? 
When 'tis {aid that Miracles are no de- 
| monſtrations of the Truth, the meaning is, 
that no Miracles are ſo. And they who 
aſſert that Mos Es and Aaron did by 
Miracles, prove the Truth of what they 
laid, are far from thinking that the Magi- 
ciaus did the fame. This being obſerv'd, 
I will venture to ſay again, that there's 
nothing like it in the Orig. Sac. that 

= Mira- 
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Miracles are no Demonſtrations, As to 
the Section referr'd to, let the Reader judge; 
the ſum of it is this, where God hath 
& (by Miracles) eſtabliſhed a poſitive Law, 
6* preſcribing a form and manner wherein 
© he will be worſhipped, it is ſufficient 
Evidence of a falle Prophet, to go a- 
bout to null the Obligation of that Law; 


% unleſs there be as great Evidences given 
« (by Miracles) that God did intend the 


& eftabliſhing a new Law by that Perſon, 
& as he did at firſt the Inſtitution of the 
* old by the hand of Moses” 

As to the % Inſtance, I ſaid no more 


than that you do nor ſpeak agreeably to the 


Senſe of the Author to which you refer 


g, p. 5 1. that is his ſettled Senſe, as it 


appears from other places of his Book, for 
the Paſſage you cite is unguarded. And 
Dean STANHOPE and you really differ in 


this, that be does not mean, with you, wholly 


to exclude the Argument from Miracles. 
This is evident from the Paſſages quoted, 
P. 53- which your Friend has pals'd over. 
As to the laſt Inſtance, the Queſtion is, 
whether Dean STANHOPE is to be under- 


ſtood as ſpeaking of every individual Pro- 
Pphecy ? when he ſaith (Bohl. Lect. Serm. vii. 
. 27.) © Tis poſſible indeed, in the Conſi- 


deration of ſingle Prophecies, to find ſome 
other Perſon or Event (beſides Jesus 
and the matters relating to him) to which 


each 
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each of theſe might be adapted without 
great Violence to the Text.” To prove 
the negative of this Queſtion, I have ob- 
ſerv'd, p. 96. that his very next words are, 
„but tho there want not ſeveral of theſe, 
** (ſeveral particular Prophecies) which 
„ when taken apart, are true of the M 
« ſlah only; yet the right way, Sc“. In 
anſwer to this, your Friend is pleas'd to 
lay, that the Paſſage immediately ſub - 
joined by the Dean, and cited by Mr. 
*« Green, as inconſiſtent with the Dean's 
affirming, what you ſuppoſe he does of 
* every iudi vidual Prophecy, is lo far 
from being really inconſiſtent with ſuch 
Affirmation, that it proceeds on that 
% very Suppoſition, as every intelligent 
% Reader may ſee.” But the Paſſage im- 
mediately ſubjoin'd by the Dean, and ci- 
ted by me as inconſiſtent with his ſpeaking 
of every individual Prophecy, is that which 
I have above ſet down. And what, I be- 
ſeech you, can be more inconſiſtent than 
theſe two Propoſitions ? 1. That it is 
. poſſible, in the Conſideration of every in- 
dividual Prophecy, to find out ſome other 
Perſon beſides JE Sus, to which it may be 
adapted without great Violence to the 
Text. And, 2. That there want not ſeve- 
ral of theſe Prophecies, which when taken 
apart, arc true of the Meſſiah only. Can 
the being adapted to one Perſon, as Cy Rs, 

or 
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or HEZZEKIA R, for Inſtance, and the be- 


ing true only of another, ſuppoſe JE Sus, 


be made to agree? But poſſibly your Friend 


ſpeaks as he does with an Eye to the re- 


maining part of the Sentence; yet the 
right way of coming to the Knowledge 
of him, is not by ſeparate and particular 
&« Paſſages, but by the Connection of the 
« whole, the exact Coincidence and entire 
Agreement of all the Prophecies concern- 


„ing him laid together.” But how does 
this ſuppoſe that the Dean muſt think that 


every individual Prophecy may be adapted 
to ſome other Perſon beſides JIESus? For 
he might juſtly have ſaid the ſame, upon 
the Suppoſition, that but one half of them 
might be ſo adapted. For to conſider either 


thoſe that may, or thoſe that ay not be 
ſo adapted, is not the way to have that 
full Evidence of JESus's being the Meſ- 


ſiah, as will ſpring from conſidering the 


whole. In the next Sermon, p. 22. the 


Dean hath ſo expreſs'd himſelf as to leave 
us no room to doubr of his meaning, for 
he ſpeaks in ſo many words, of ** ſome 
& (Prophecies) being ſo directly, ſo in- 
© communicably intended of the Meſſiah, 
„ that when the Fews labour moſt to find 


another Subject for them, they run them-_ 


% ſelves into Abſurdities, as manifeſt as 
they are inextricable” This I meati- 
on d. Letters, p. 97. But your Friend, 


accord- 


| 689) 
according to Cuſtom, makes no manner of 
ö reply to it. And now I appeal to you and 
the reſt of my Readers, whether in return 
for what J have ſaid about this and the other 
Inſtances, tis reaſonable to charge me with 
perpetual miſrepreſentations of Perſons 
and Things. 5 
Some other matters alſo are laid to my 
Charge, which it may not be amiſs to take 
a little notice of; as that I ert, that 
you ſubmit to no Authority, and attack 
you as an Enemy to Chriſtianity : the for- 
mer of theſe things is ſaid to be ab/ard in 
Diſputation, as well as malicious, and to 
ſhew the unreaſonableneſs of both, it is 
obſery'd, . 56. that you ſubmit to the 
Bible as the Rule by which to determine 
your Controverſy; and that you propoſe 
ſuch Propoſitions, not in the way of Op- 
poſition 20 Chriſtianity, but as the Senſe 
of” the Bible, which you ſupport by the 
Authority of the moſt eminent Divuines, 
p-. 61. But may not a Man flibmit to a 
Book, in a particular Controverſy, who is 
far from looking upon that Book as Sacred, 
and who will not ſubmit to it in other 
matters? and may not he propoſe certain 
Propoſitions as the Senſe of that Book, 
and ſupport them by ſuch Authorities, who 
deſigns no other than to ſhew that no re- 
HE is to be paid to it? This I take to 
be your Caſe. And, 
M Were 
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| Were I to follow your Example, I 
| might eaſily /#pport all that I have ſaid 
| upon this matter by the Authority of Wri- 
ters of Note, who have conſider'd the 
Grounds, and ſo juſtly obviate and pre- 
went all invidious Reflettious and Terms 0 
Neproach, on account of what I have aſſert- 
ed, in common with ſome of the moſt learn= 
ed Divines, p. 56. But there's no need 
of this, it being acknowledg'd, p. 61, 
that your Adverſaries generally think the 
myſtical Scheme you contend for, to be 
fo manifeſtly abſurd and unnatural, as to 
conclude you an *Unbeliever for advancing 
that Scheme. It may therefore be more 
proper to obſerve, that your Friends, as 
well as your Adverſaries, who have read 
with any attention your zinth Chapter, in 
which you acquaint us with the nature of 
that Scheme, cannot eaſily avoid having 
the ſame thoughts of ir, and drawing the 
ſame Inference from your contending, that 
it is the Chriſtian Scheme, and the Senſe 
of the Bible, But if after this they are in 
any doubt as to your Character, they need 
but read, p. 137. Where you are arguing, 
that many of the prophetical Paſſages in 
the Bible, with their Completions have 
been added ; and that it is in that Book, 
in ſome Inſtances, as in Homer and Virgil, 
and other Pagan Authors, who make tel. 
ling of things by way of Propheſy, a om 
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thod of writing. However, if this will 
not do, let them take notice of Hat air 
of Banter and Ridicule, which appears 
thro out the whole Work; and they muſt 
be fully ſatisfied. The polite Writer of 
the Review, &c. obſerving this, thought 
it proper to put the following Queſtions 
to you, p. 2. Don't you think ſuch In- 
* quiries of great moment, and therefore de- 
* ſerving to be treated in another man- 
„ ner ? Will not any Government in the 
* World ſooner bear Reaſonings upon Re- 
© ligion, than Banter and Ridicule © It's 
a mighty Crime, indeed, to ſpeak of a Per- 
ſon as not looking upon that Book as Sa- 
cred, which he repreſents as impoſing on 
us in the groſſeſt manner, and as not bes 
lieving that Religion to be of God, which 
he banters and ridicules ! 
Bat of all the Crimes I am ſuppos'd to 
be guilty of, there's none ſo much inſiſted 
on as this, the aſſaulting you in ſome places 
in a moſt immoral manner. One thing 
urg'd in Defence of this Article, is my 
ſuppoſing, Letters, p. 40. that ſuch a Sen- 
tence drop'd from you before you Wwas 
aware, This your Friend is plcas'd to 
tepreſent as an Inſinuation, that if you 
ſpeak Truth, "tis only before you are 
aware, p. 65. 1 
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But where's the Reaſon of this Infe- 


rence, © Such a Truth drop'd from a Per- 


ſon before he was aware, therefore a// 
*« Truth that ever he ſpeaks does the 
fame; or, had he ſeen the Conſequence 
of ſuch a Paſſage, he wou'd either 
« have left it out, or not have writ as 
„ he did, therefore he has no regard at 


* all to Truth in his Writings.” When we 

meet with any Paſſage in an Author that 
contradicts the deſign of his Book, or over- 
throws all his Arguments, we cannot but 


think that either that Paſſage, or that Book, 
or thoſe Arguments, drop'd from him before 
he was aware; and to ſay this, is as ci- 
vil a way as we can take, to account for 


ſuch matters: 'tis, methinks, every whit as 


Civil as to tell a Perſon, that he does not 
anderſland his own Scheme, or aſſerts that 
which zs particularly inconſiſtent with the 
Scheme he himſelf” builds on, (See Let- 
ter, p. 60.) And 'tis certain, there's no 


Reaſon to ſuggeſt that he [who 


faith this] is well acquainted with 
the Character of Perſons who have not 
„ Truth in view, and if it drops from them, 
„ [peak it before they are aware; and 
«* who have in View to ſpeak and ſub- 
„ ſcribe what they are hired to ſpeak, 
as ſome I know profeſs to do, p. 65.” 


But 
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But the main thing that is brought in 
defence of this Charge, that I have A ault- 
ed you in a moſt immoral manner, is, 
a Paſſage in my Letters, p. 26. which is 
conſtrued in an abuſive Senſe, with a Sto- 


ry told us in favour of that Conſtruction. 


Theſe are made the Subject of about ſix 
Pages. 1 
The Paſſage referr'd to is this, I ſay 
* nothing for the Confirmation of thele 
% Propoſitions, [I. That there is a 
“4 God. 2. That there is ſome Duty that 
« we owe unto him] becauſe I am writing 
to one who has not openly profeſſed him- 
„ ſelf an Enemy to Natural Religion.“ 
This is conſtrued as an Inſinuation, that 
you are an Enemy to Natural Religion. 
But give me leave to obſerve, 

1. That it cannot be taken in this Senſe, 
without contradicting the Purpoſe which it 
ſerves, and for which it is evidently brought; 
for it gives us a Reaſon for my ſay ing no- 
thing for Confirmation of the Propoſitions 
above- mentioned: but where's the reaſon 
for this, if it be thus paraphras d? I ſay 


„ 


« 


« nothing to confirm thele Propoſitions, 


* becaule I am writing to one who has 


not openly profeſs'd himſelf an Enemy 


„to Natural Religion; but, in reality, is 
«« one at the bottom.“ 


2. My 


( 94) 


2. My Carriage, upon the firſt Notice I 


had that this Paſſage might be thus con- 


ſtrued, is a plain Proof that I defign'd no 


ſuch abuſive Senſe. The firſt hint I had of 
this Nature was in a pretty publick Con- 
verfation, where ſome Gentlemen of Learn- 
ing did me the Honour to make their free 
and friendly Remarks upon the Letters; 
and I doubt not, but thoſe among them 
who remember any thing of what paſls'd, 
will witneſs for me, that it was no Boer 
obſerv'd, by one of the Company, that 


my Words would bear ſuch a Senſe; but 1 


frankly declar'd (and to the Satisfaction of 
every one) that it was not my Senſe; and 
that, before I knew any thing of the Con- 
ſtruction that you put upon them. In the 
ſame Converſation, I deſir'd one to aſſure 
you, or a Friend of yours, that no ſuch 


Inſinuation was intended by me. Some 
time after this I was inform'd by the ſame 


Perſon, that you or your Friend ſhould an- 
ſwer to this Purpole, The World will 
take the Paſſage in the abuſtve Senſe, This 
led me to lay hold on the firſt Opportunity 
that offer'd, for declaring, as I have done 
in the Preface to the Diſcourſe proving 


the Re ſurrection of Chriſt, that Had 


«« been ſenſible that my words would have 
« born ſuch a Conſtruction, I ſhould have 


(60 expreſs'd my ſelf in a different manner.“ 


This 


This, I think, was acting honourably, and 
giving all the Satisfaction that a Gentle- 
man could deſire in ſuch a Caſe. 
The Story we are told, is as follows; 
„That, according to your Friend's In- 
« formation, the Letters were originally 
„ fraught with perſonal Abuſes; many of 
*« which, upon the Advice of Friends, I ſtruck 
„out; nay, took a Journey to London, 
on purpoſe to reform the-Work in that 
reſpect, after my Papers had been ſent 
to the Preſs; and that my Book being 
all writ in that Spirit, for the honour 
of JESus CuRIsST; it ſeems natural 
to ſuppoſe, that I ſhould not eaſily be 
able to mark or blot out all the Strokes 
of that kind; (for many ſuch are till 
left) or elſe, that I ſhould deſignedly 
„ leave in ſome few Strokes for the Rea- 
*« fon aforeſaid, Pref. p. 4.” As to this 
Story. I would obſerve, 
1. That it does not very well hang to- 
a : For can any one imagine, that I 
_ ſhould pay ſuch a Deference to the Advice 
of Friends, as to take a Journey from 
Chelmsford to London, on purpole to re- 
form my Work ; and ſhould ſtrike our 
many perſonal Abuſes, to render it agree- 
able unto them; and yet that I ſhould leave 
that in, which is the moſt abuſive of any ? 
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„ | 
If I underſtood this Paſlage, as your Friend 
does, ſurely it muſt have been uppermoſt 
in my Thoughts, and the very firſt thing 

Eo: 
2. It is falſe in ſeveral Particulars. One 
Perſon, indeed, gave me ſome Advice a- 
bout the manner of my writing, after the 
Papers were ſent to the Preſs, and but 
one Perſon only; a foul Copy of the 
Letters was immediately fetch'd, ſeveral 
Papers that I thought the moſt excep- 
tionable, were read, and not one was cen- 
ſur'd as a perſonal Abuſe. The Journey to 
London was indeed taken, tho not on any 
Advice, nor to reform the Work from per- 
ſonal Abuſes ; but to make ſome Altera- 
tions in the Fourth Letter, concerning the 
Prophecy in 1/2. vii. 14. And, as far as 
I can recollect the Matter, the only Alte- 
ration the Advice given produc'd, was 
the putting apply, inſtead of wreſt, p. 
And now, methinks, I may turn the 
words of your Friend upon him, P. 63. 
< If ſuch Liberty be allow'd in Contro- 
„ verſy, there no End of Abuſes; and 
* Controverſies muſt be, as indeed they 
commonly are, little elſe beſides Scold- 
ding: For what Abuſes may not be inſi- 
„ nuated, if Reports and Imaginations are 
25 „ allow'd 


3 
* aàllow'd to be Grounds ſufficient to bring 
in ſuch foreign Matters; and what are 
« ſuch Matters but Scolding ?” I took an 
Occaſion, from what IJ was told, to give 
you publick Satisfaction; who, if my In- 
formation was right, thought your ſelf pub- 
lickly injur'd ; and your Friend takes an 
Occaſion, from what he was told, to load 
me with Calumny and Reproach. But, 
who ſees not, that in the former Cale the 
ſlighteſt Evidence is to be regarded ; and 
that in the latter we have need of the fulleſt 
Proof, and not one Step is to be taken 
without it! Were there nothing in my In- 
formation, I have done you no wrong; 
but if your Friend hath been impos'd 
on, or hath miſtook what was told 
him, I have reaſon to complain of his 
Injuſtice. : + 
But fuppoſing I had really aſſaulted you 
in a moſt immoral manner, what can 
be more unreaſonable, than for your 
Friend to imitate that which he bitterly | 
complains of? To follow People in their 
evil Practices, whatever he may think 
of it, is no likely way 0 teach Men 
better Morality, p. 63. The beſt Me- 
thod we can take for the Reformation 
of others, is to begin with our ſelves, 
and ſee that we fet a good . 


(98) 
* Beſides, when a Perſon is writing in De- 
fenſe of a Book, which the Author thought 
not proper to ſend into the World, withour 
an Apolog y for free Debate, and Liberty 
of writing ; for him to throw all manner 
of Reflections upon his Adverſary, [as this 
Gentleman has ſerv'd me] looks as if he 
had not the leaſt regard to that Apology; 
and as if he were really diſposd to cut 4 
Man's Throat, who dares to oppoſe his 
Notions, were he not too impotent, not- 
withſtanding all the excellent things offer'd 
= in that Apology to the contrary. _ 
1 In the laſt Animadverſion on the Lerters, 
| that which is not merely innocent, bur e- 
ven commendable, [my deſiring that you 
might ſeriouſly review your own Work, be 
convinced of your Miſtakes, and ſo be 
1 HProught to the acknowledging of the Truth, 
| P. 103.] is repreſented by our candid Author 
ll as a Crime, Pp. 65. for he conſiders this 
Deſire in an Oppoſition to he Love of 
Truth as fuch adding this to my words, as 
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| * In propriis defectibus 

1 | Qui corrigendis totus eſt 

| In cæteris plus corrigit, 

Quam qui, ſuis defectibus 
Vitiiſque parcens, totus eſt 


In corrigendis cæteris. ; 
| Wer enfelſu, Oper, Þ» 856. | 
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. 3 
an explicatory Note; © That is, to what 
« Mr. Green thinks the Truth, or what he 


4 thinks fit to ſay is the Truth;” and 


then proceeding as follows, 1 cannot 


„ in Conſcience make him a Wiſh of the 
like kind, wa perſuaded that the Vir- 
tue and Excelle 


ncy of Man, and that 
„ for which he will be rewarded by God, 
* does not lie in being free from Mz/{akes, 
or in agreeing in Opinion with any 
„Man; but in the Love of Truth as ſuch. 


And therefore inſtead of a hearty Deſire, 


«© that he may agree with you, or me, or 


any one elſe, or may be free from Mz/- 


& takes; my bearty Deſire is, that he 
% and all Men would be Lovers of Truth 
% for Truth's fake, and lay aſide Educa- 
tion, and Intereſt, and all Prefudices, in 
" = taking up and maintaining Opinions, 
< ge.“ 5 

But what manner of Treatment is this? 
The writing againſt a Book we conceive 
+ erroneous, is a reaſonable thing, has a 


direct Tendency to the Information of 
«© Men, is kind, civil, and human in it 
ſelf; as implying Good-will to the Au- 


(c thor of the Book, and to all the World,” 


Pref. p. 11. But is not ſuch writing an 


Endeavour to convince Men that thoſe 
things are Miſtakes, which the Perſon who 
DE, N 2 Writes 


( 100 ) ” 


| writes looks upon as Miſtakes, and to brin 


them to the acknowledging of thoſe things 
as Truths, which he takes to be Truths ? 
Is not this what you have been pleading 
for, Apology, pag. 8. that Men may be 


allowed to endeayour to convince others 


of the Truth of heir Opinions?” And 


have you not told us, that No Man can 


teach others but by endeavouring to con- 
% vince them: nor ought any one to teach 
another any thing, but that whereof he 
« himſelf” is perſuaded ; nor can any Man 


have any other Rule of teaching Truth, 
„ but UIS OWN SENTIMENTS?” And is 


not the Deſire that J have expreſſed agree- 


able to this Endeavour? What is it then 
that your Friend aims at? Would he have 
me ſo wicked, as to wiſh that you may 
think that to be a Miſtałe which I look 
upon as Truth, or that you may acknow- 
ledge that to be Truth which I take to be a 


Falſhood ? Will he ſhut the Door againſt 
me, and not give me a Place among the 
Lovers of Truth unleſs I do this? If I have 
given him any reaſon to ſuggeſt, that 7 
think fit to ſay that is the Truth which I 


do not really think to be the Truth, why 


does he not produce it? *tis certain, that 


my words which he has quoted, furniſh us 


with no ſuch Reaſon, But I fear theſe Mat- 
rers 
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( 101 ) 

ters will be thought too perſonal to be 
mention'd here, and that I have dwelt too 
long upon them. 5 

I ſhall therefore ſay nothing to the reſt of 
the Reflections that we meet with in the 
Letter, as that IT ſpeak of ſuch a thing in 
the Pulpit, and upon other Occaſions, what- 
ever I think of it, p. 16. that / ſeem not 
to know what I am about, but when I am 
abuſrue ; that that Part of vulgar Theo- 
logy I may be allowed to underſtand well, 
as well as truly practiſe, p. 60. That I 
writ my Letters to you, in order to get 
a little Credit among old Women, ans a 
ſmall Livelihood, &c. p. 62. 

I have paſs'd over the Obſervations in the 
Preface, on the Diſcourſe proving the 
Re ſurrection of Chriſt ; becauſe we are pro- 
miſed the full Conſideration of that Book, 
Pref. p. 9. | 5 

I have taken no Notice of what is ſaid, 
P. 27. about Objet7:ons to ſome Doctrines 
in Point of Reaſon; and the Suggeſtions 
here and there, that ſome things related in 
the New Teſtament are not Facts; for the 
Conſideration of theſe Matters would have 
taken me wholly off from the Argument I 
was upon: but I am not ſenſible of having 
omitted any thing neceſſary to be conſider. 
ed, in order to the ſetting that in a true 
Light. — 5 

To 


( 102 ) 


To conclude, I agree with a late Author, 

(Literal Scheme, p. 425) in his Obſerva- 
tion, that “ the true End, which a Man 
_ «© ought to have in view, is Happineſs du- 
ring the Extent of his being; Happineſs 
in this, and Happrmeſs in a future State.” 
And altho I have been repreſented and treat- 
ed as your Enemy; I can truly ſay that 
I heartily defire your attaining this End. 
And I once more ſubſcribe my elf. 


T7 K 
Dec. zo, 


1727. Tour Humble Servant. 
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n AG. 10. line 23. read Works. Pag. 12. J. 28. r. con- 
found, Pag. 25. l. 4. r. nothing. | 
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